
ED 249 243

AUTHOR
TITLE

INS ITUTION
SPON AGENCY

PUB DATE
NOTE

PUB- TYPE

EDRS PRICE
DESCRIPTORS Academic- Recoeds; *Error of Measurement;. Federal

Pro rams; *Follbwup Studies; Grade 101 Grade 12;
h Schools;c1nstitutional,CharacteriStics;.

hon itudina Studies; *NatiOnal Surveys; Outcomes of
Education; *Research Design; *Sampling; School
Surveys; StU'derit Characteristics; Stud t

Development; Student Educations tives
IDENTIFIERS *High School and Beyond (NCES);,Nonrespbndents

. .

DOCUMENT RESUME

TM 840. 584

Tourangeau, Roger; And Others
High School and'Beyond First Follow-Up (1982). Sample
Design Report.
National Opinion Research Center, Chicago,
National Center for Education Statistics -(ED),
Washington, DC.
Jun 83
297p.; For rel ted documents, see ED0214 990 and TM .

840 585. Table in Appendix 2C °.:con.tairl small
print.
Reports Research/Technical (143) Statistical
Data (110)-

Ar01/PC12 Plus Postage.

ABSTRACT
repor,t-docuttvits-the major technical aspects of

the sample selection and implebeptation of the 1982 High School and
Beyond First Follow Up, the first in a series of planned resurveys Qf
the students and schools in,fhe 1980 High School and Beyond Basq Year
Survey. The F.irSt Follow-Up irfclude,d subsamples of nearly 30,000
ophomore cohort and 28,000 senior cohort representatives from the

;ase Year samples.' Sophomore cohort questionnaires focused on school
e periences and plans for, further education- or work follouring high
school. Senior cohort ,oluestionnaires focused or% postsecondary
edpcation and 1,,T,Ork-. Sophomores were retested with the Base Year
cognitive tests, but seniors were not retested. Schools in which
sophomore cohort_students,were still enrolled orlo .which they-had
transferred en masse completed a school qUestionnaire. This report's
introductory chapter describes the National Longitudinal Sfudi'ts
program, briefly describes the Base Year Survey and provides an
overview of the FirEt Follow-Up survey. Chapter two summarizes the
Base Ycar sample design and details the First Follow-Up proc uses.
Chapter three describes the calculation of sample caseweights at
adjust for differential probabilities of selection an10 for

4 nonresponse within the weighting cells. Chapter four examines the
possible impact of nonresponse. Chapter fiVe describes proqe,dures for
computing sampling errors and design effects. Chapter six discusses
the sample design for the-High School, Transcripts study. The

F

appendices contain statistiCal datfor: sums of preliminary weights
and nonresponse- adjustments; response, and-nonresponse rates by
selected variables for both surveys;and estimates of,prop9rtions,
standard errors, and c18.ign effect-s for both sophOmore and senior
cohorts: (BS) \
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1. INTRODUCTION

The High School and Beyond First Follow-Up survey was conducted during

the spring of 1982 as the first of a...series of planned resurveys of the

stidents and schools selected .in the Base Year survey. This report provides

1

information -that fully documents major technical aspects of the First Follow-

?

Up sample selection and implementation, describes the weighting procedures,

examines the possible impact of nonresponse on sample estimates, andievaluates

the precision of estimates derived from the sample.

A thorough understanding of the First Follow-Up sample design requires

familiarity with the Base Year design. The present report reviews the Base

Year sample design but does not discuss it in detail. Readers who want more

detailed information about the Base Year sample should consult the High Schoola

and Beyond Base Year Sample Design Report. 1 In particular, readersenot
4.

s--familiar with the Base Year school and student selection procedures may wish

to review the construction of the sampling frame, selection procedures,

replacement and substitution procedures for ineligible and noncooperating

schools, and Base Year weightipg procedures.

1.1 Yferview of High School and Beyond

1.1.1 NCES' Longitudinal Studies Program'
A

The mandate of the National Center for Education Statistics (NCES

includes the responsibility to "collect and disseminate. statistics and other

data related to education in the United States" and to "conduct and publish

reports on specific analyses of the meaning and significance of such statis-
-%

tics" (Education Amendments of 1974--Public Law 93-380, Title V, Section 501,

amending Pdtt A of the General Education Provisions Act).

1 Martin R. Frankel, Luane Kohnke, David Buonanno, and Roger
Tourangeau, Sample Design Report (Chicago: NAORC, 1981).
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Consistent with this mandate and in response to the need for policy-

relevant, time-series data on a nationa4ly representative sample of high

school students, NCES instituted the National Longitudinal Audies (NLS)

program, a continuing long-term-effort: The general aim of the NLS, program is

to study the educational, vocational,. and personal development of high school

students art the personal, familial, social, institutional, and cultural
t

factors that Ay affect that development. 0

The NLS prgg m was planned .co utilize time-series data bases in two

ways: (1) each cohort is surveyed at regular intervals over a span of years,
r-

,

and (2) comparable data is obtained from successive cohorts, permitting

studies of trends relevant to educational and career-development and societal

roles. The NLS program, thus far, consists of two major studies: The

National Longitudinal Study of the High School-Class of 1972 (NLS-72) and High.

School and Beyond (HS&B). The latter study included a sophomore as well,as a

senior cohort.

/44.1/4S-72 began with the collection of comprehensive Base Year data fr561.--

over 22,000 high school seniofs in-the spring of 1972. Four FAlow-Up surveys

were conducted in the fall and winter of 1972, 1974, 1976, and 1979, using a el>

combination of mail surveys and personal and telephone interviews.

4 4;1q,

HS&B was designed to inform Federal and state policy in the decade of

the 1980s. It began in 1980 with the collection of Base Year data on high

school seniors and sophomores. The First Follow-Up study was conducted in the

spring of 1982; and the seconder is scheduled for the spring of 1984.

1:1.2 Brief Description of the HS&B Base Year survey

The HS&B Base Year survey was conducted in the spring of 1980. The

survey utilized a highly stratified' national probability sample of over 1,100

secondary schools as the first-stage units of selection. In the second stage,
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36 seniors and 36 sophomores- were selected per school (in schools with fewer

than 36 in either of these groups, all eligible students were included). Over

30,000 sophomores and 28,000 seniors enrolled in 1,015 public and private high

schools across the country participated i the Base Year survey. 'Student

questionnaires focused on individual and family background, high school

experiences, work experiences, and plans for the future. Students were` also

given cognitive tests to meAsure a variety of abilities.

School guestionnaires, filled out by principals or school

administrators, provided information about enrollment, staff, educational

programs, facilities and services, dropout rates, and spec of proqrams for

. .

handicapped and disadvantaged students. Teachers filled out.check ists in

which they commented on the abilities, behavior, and attitudes of stud

participating in the survey. A parent questionnaire, with questions on,plans

for postsecondary education, was mailed to the parents of a subsample of

students.

1.1.3 Brief Overview of BAB First Follow-Up Survey

The First Follow-Up survey, conducted in 1982, included subsamples of

nearly 30,000 sophomore cohort and 28,000 senior cohort representatives' )

selected from the Base Year survey samples. Sophomore cohort questionnaires

fgcused on school experie ces and plans for further educatipn or work

A

following high school. Senior cohort questionnaires focused on postsecondary

education and work. Sophomore cohort sample members were retested with the

same cognitive test used-in- the Base Year survey, but seniors were not

retested. Salools where sophomore cohort students were still enrolled or to

whici they had transferred en magse were asked to complete a school

questionnaire.

d



1.2 Overview of Chapters 2 through 5

Chapter 2 summarizes the Base Year sample selection- procedures and

describes in detail the First Follow-Up procedures; It describes ehe sub-

sampling plan that was adopted and shows the a
)1

location of cases to sample

cells in the sophomore and senior cohorts. -Base Year sample stratification

and sample allocations are also summarized.

Chapter 3 debcribes the calculation of sample case weights that adjust

for differential probabilities of selection ant for nonresponse within weight-
.

,ing cells. In order to provide full technical information, the honresponse

adjtistment factors for all weighting cells are includedwin Appendices 1 and 2.

Chapter 4 examines the possible impact of survey nonresponse, a

potential source of bias. The amount of bias depends on the proportion of.1

nonrespondents and the magnitude of any difference between respondents and

nonrespondents on variables of interest. Unfortunately, it is seldom possible

to estimate accurately the amount of bias because, although the proportion of

nonrespondthits is known, there is usually no satisfactory way to estimate the

difference between respondents and nonrespondents. Panel surveys, however,
f

often are able to obtain estimates of nonreswnse bias based on the character-
.

istics of sample members who participated in one wav9 but-were nonrespondents

to the other wave. Chapter 4 presents the results of a comparison between

Base Year refusing schOols and their substitutes, a comparison of Base Year

responding students and nonresponding students, and a description of

nonresponse rates among various subclasses of the First Follow-Up sample.

Chtpter 5-describes procedures for com'uting sampling errors and de-
,

sign effects. The High School and Beyond sample, because it is a clustered,

stratified, and disproportionately allocated sample, presents some special

difficulties in estimating actual sampling, errors. Chapter 5 discusses the



apprach NORC has taken to this problem and presents the results of two

methods Of computing sampling errors on a representative set of 'sample

estimates. Sampling errors and design effects are presented for a,represen-
.

tative set of estimated proportions and for estimated mean scores on selected

achievement-tests, both for the entire sample and for important domains or

subgroups. Design effects obtained from the Fir(Follow-Up sample are

compared to those obtained from the Base Year sample. Finally, several "rules

of thumb".are offered for estimating standard errors under various

circumstances.

44



2. SAMPLE DESrGN
ds.

-6- .

-This-chhptqr revieWs

1%iefly

the Base Year sample deSign and then
I

describes the sample design for the First Follow-Up survey. During the High

School and Beyond Base Year sury .conducted in 1980, a national, probability

sample of 1,015 high schools was selected.
ti

These schools served asefirst-

stage units - (clusters) for the ultimate'selection of a national probability

sample,pf high school students. Sample case weights were calculated for each

school and each student such that the weighted samples of schools9.n.---of

studentst prdject to' the universe of eligible U.S. high schools and the

universe of eligible students. The weights adjust for differential prob-

abilities of selection and for differential response-rates, both-at the school

level and at-the student level. A probabilitsample bf approximately 7,000

parents of participa-Eing students was also selected in order to study the

financing of postsecondary education. This sample was weighted to represent

the universe of eligible students from which the parents were selected.
1

The Firdt Follow-Up survey, conducted in 1982, retained the btsic

sample design of the Base Year survey. All students selected for the Base

Year survey had a nonzero probability of retention in the First Follow-Up

sample. All sophomore Cohort sample members still in school were retained

with certainty. Sophomore cohort sample members no longer in school were sub-

sampled as described in 2.2.2.2 below. Senior cohort students were subsampled

so as to retain with greater probability certain policy-relevant subgroups,

for example, students ir1 private schools, high-achieving minority students,

*etc. s,

1 See High School and Beyond Parent Questionnaire Codebook (dhicago:
NORC, 1981) for further details on the selection and weighting of this sample.

I



A further subsample of approximately 18,000 of the sophomore cohort

students retained-for the First Follow-Up was selected as a sample base for a

study of high school student transcripts. The sample design and weighting

Procedures for this sample are described in chapter 6. The Base Year sample

design is described in more detail in 2.1 and the First Follow-Up design'in 2..

2.1 Base Year Sample Design 1

In the Base Year survey a stratified, disproportionate probability

sample of 1,122 schools was initially selected from a .sampling frame of 24,725

high schools. 2 Within each selected school, 36 seniors and 36 sophomores were

randomly chosen. In those schools with fewer than 36 seniors or 36

sophomores, all eligible students were drawn in the sample. Schools were

included on the sampling frame if they had sophomores, or seniors (or both)

enrolled in 1980. Schools were selected from the frame with probabilities

proportional to the average of the estimated enrollment in their 10th and 12th

grades. (The average equaled the total, number of sophomores plus Atotal

number of seniors in the school, divided by two.) The sampling rate for each

stratum was set so as to select in each stratum the number of schools needed

o satisfy study design criteria regarding minimum sample sizes for certain

types of schools. As a result, some schools had a very high probability of

inclusion in the sample (in some cases equal to 1.0) while others had a very

I

1 For a complete description of the Base Year sample design see Martin
R. Frankel, Luane Kohnke, David Buonanno, and Roger Tourangeau, Sample Design
Report (Chicago: NORC, 1981).

2The sampling frame, defined a3 the universe of high schools in the
United States, was obtained from the,1978 liseof U.S. elementary and
secondary schools'of the Curriculum Information Center, a private firm. This

was supplemented by the NCES lists of public and private elementary and
secondary schools. Any school listed in any of these files that contained,
either a 10th grade or 12th grade or both was made part of the frame..



low probability of incluSion. Substitution was carried out for schools that

4

refused to participate in the survey and was carried out only within

stra a: 1 In certain cases no substitution was possible 'because a school was 1

14

the sole member of its stratum. There was no substitution for students who
f 0, ..

,
. refused, whose parents mused, or Mho were absent on Survey Day and make-up

days. The- allocation and realization of the sample of schools by major strata

(school types) is shown in Table 2.1. Thg allocation and realization of the

,sample of students by the same major strata and by cohort is shown in Table

2.2. Table 2.3 shows the composition of the Base Year sample of students by

selected classification variables. The percentages shown are unweighted ,

figures.

2.2 First Follow-Up Sample Design

The First Follow-Up sample is a probability subsample of the Base Year

sample. It retains the essential features of a multi-stage, stratified, and

clustered design. The following sections (2.2.1, 2.2.2, and 2.2.3) describe

the First Follow-Up sample of schools, of sophomore cohort students, and of

senior cohort students.

21/2.1 First Follow-Up Sample of Schools

The First Follow-Up sample design did not involve any subsampling at

the school level. The Base Year probability sample of 1,015 schools was

retained intact for the First Follow-Up survey. However'; for practical and

administrative reasons, a number of sample schools were not asked to complete

1 Apart from substitution for schools that refused, there were a number
of schools in the originally -drawn sample that were "out-of-scope," failing to
fit the criteria for inclusion in the sample. The sample was then augmented
through selection of an additional. school for each out-of-scope school, within
major strata. Most of the owt-,of-scope schools were area vocational schools,
having no enrollment of their own, although they were listed in the frame as
having enrollments. 13
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TABLE 2.1

School sample allocatioR and realization: High School and Beyond Base Year

Estimated Drawn in
Cooperated in student survey activities

*
Stratum stratum size sample

Total
Original

selections
Substitute
selections

TOTAL 211,-174 1,122 1,015 811
4

204

Regular publica 15,633 808 ..

4.

735 585 150
.

Alternative publicb 290 50 45 41 4

Cuban publicc 20 20 11 1)

Other HispanicpublicG 445 t 106 102_ 7.2' 30

Regular Catholicd 1,468 48 45 40 5

Black Catholicc lki 131 30 30 23 7

Cuban Catholicc 15 10.-
-01

9 ,,, 7 2

High performance privatee 15 12" 11
%--

.9 2

Other non-Catholic privated 3,157 38 27 ,

)

4

r
*Estimated as the sum of the school-level weights for each school type.

aStratified by nine census divisions; racial composition; enrollment; central-
city,Asuburban, rural.

bAlternative schools were defined as those in which a significant portion of a
student's time is sp4nt in non-classroom activities.

cThese schools were defined as those having 30 percent or more of enrollment from
_the indicated subgroup.

dStratified by four census region's.

eHigh performance private schools were defined as the 12 private schools with the
hIgheSt percentage of graduating-seniors who were National Merit Scholarship semi.-
finalists, 'subject to the following conditionS: (1) the 1978 senior class had to graduate
40 or more students; and (2) no more than one school could be selected from a'single
state. Of the 12 schools selected in this stratum, one was Catholic and the rest non-
Catholic.

9

'
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TABLE 2.2

6

Student sample allocation and realization: High Schopl and Beyond Base Year
ti

Estfinated Number Number
Stratum stratum size selected realized

Sophomore cohort

TOTAL

Regular public

Alternative public

Cuban public

Other Hispanic public

Regular Catholic

3,780,000

3,267,000

.31,000

16,000

107,000

213,000
t

35,723

26,139

1,388

397

3,665

1,604

30,030
.

'22,111

899

319

2, ,912

1,517

Black Catholic 16,000
oLt

1,070 989

Cuban Catholic 2,000 325 302

High performance private 1,000 396, 349

Other non-Catholic private 125,600 739 632

Seffior cohort

irOTAL 3,040,000. 34,981 28, 240'

Regular public 2,617,000 25,521 20,637

Alternative public 27,000 1,435 910

Cuban public 11,000 393 314
-

Other Hispanic public 78,000 . , 3,570 2,817

Regular Catholic 186,000 1,596 1,426

Black Catholic 13,000 .. 1,074 968

) .._e_t

Cuban eufholic 2,000 324 293

High performance private 2,000 395 324

Other non-Catholic private 104,000 673 551

,

4t$
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TABI,,E 2.3

Sample composition by selected classification variables:
High School and Beyond Base Year

G

Classification variable
Senior cohort Sophomore cohort

and subgroup Number Percent Number Percent

TOTAL SAMPLE 28,240 100.0 30,030 100.0

Sex:
Male 12,907 45.7 13,382 - 44.6
Female 14,086 49.9 14,511 48.3
Missing 1,247 4.4 2,137 7.1

Race /ethnicity:
Hispanic 3,177 11.2 3,521 11.7
Non-Hispanic:

Black 13,775 13.4 4,064 13.5
White 19,852 70.3 20,815 69.3
American Indian/Alaskan ,

Native 217 0.8 278 0.9
Asian or Pacific Islander 365 1.3 323 1.1

Other

t

854 3.0 . 1,029 3.4

Curriculum (self-reported):.
Academic or college preparatotty 10,532 37.3 9,941 33.1

General 10,2.93 36.4 13,417 44.7

Vocational:
Agricultural occupations. 792 2.8 856 2.9

Business or office
occupations 2,703 9.6 2,007 6.7

Distributive educations 603 2.1 519 1.7

Health'occupations 329 1.2 387 1.3

Home economics occupations 397 1.4 488 1.6

Technical occupations 562 2.0 517 1.7 .

Trade or industrial
occupations 1,573 5.6 1,225 4.1

Missing 456 1.6 673 2.2

Socioeconomic status composite:
Lowest quartile . 8,409 29.8 - 8,245 27.5

Middle two quartiles 12,801 45.3 13,591 45.3
Highest quartile 6,180 21.9 6,801 22.6
Missing 850 ,3.0 1,393 4.6

Region:
Northeast 5,789 20.5 6,248

-*,

20.$
North Central 8,002 28.3 8,575 28.69
South 9,309 33.0 9,679 32.2
West 5,1410 18.2 5,528 18.4

Missing 0 0 0 0
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a First Follow-Up school questionnaire. There were 40 such schools: 11 had

no 1980 sophomores, 5 had merged wh other schools already in the probability

sample, 17 were junior high schools or schools that had closed since the Base

Year survey, sendirig all their 1980 students to a single "target school," and

7 had closed and sent their 1980 students to a larg.e- number of geographically

dispersed schools. The 17 "target schools" that had received pools of Base

Year studentS were added to the li4f of schools to be surveyed, but these

schools were not considered part of the probability sample and were not

weighted. Thus, 975 of the 1,015 schools in th' Base Year probability sample

were contacted for the First Follow-Up survey. Of these, 956 (98 percent)

completed a First Follow-Up school questiOnnaire. An additional 17 "target

:schools" (not members of the probability sample) were contacted to provide

school questionnaire data that can be used as contextual data for the students

wilipp transferred to these schools. Sixteen (94 percent) of these schools

completed a school questionnaire.
.

2.2.2 Sophomore Cohort Sample Design

The sample design for the sophomore cohort established different

probabilities of retention in the First Fojlow-Up sample for different

categories of students. The following sections describe these sampling plans

and their rationale.

2.2.2.1. Currently Enrolled Students

All sophomore cohort students selected for the Ba'se Year sample were

retained with certainty for the Fyst Follow-Up sample if they were still

enrolled in their Base Year schools at the time of the First Follow-Up survey

Day at the school. Students who transferred as a class to a different school

were considered to be currently enrolled if their original school had been a

junior high school, had closed, or had merged with another school. Students

I /
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Who had transferred as individuals to other schools, as well as those who had

dropped out or graduated early, were treated as "school leavers" for purposes

..... _ --

of sampling.
4

The decision to retain with certainty all students still enrolled in

the same school was influenced by the fact that the field plan called for

group administration of the questionnaire and test to students still in

school. This meant that any savings from subsampling "in-school" students

would be small. In contrast, the advantages that would accrue to retaining

the large in-school sample would be substantial.

2.2.2.2 School Leavers

Among those no longer in school and4those who had transferred as

individuals to otgAra schools, certain categories of persons were selected with

certainty in order to retain sufficient numbers of them in the sample to carry

out important policy analyses. Others were subsampled at varying rates.
/

Subsampling rates for the "school leavers" are shown in Table 2.4. Person

included in two or more sampling categories that had different subsampling

rates were sampled only at the higher rate. Table 2.5 shows the sophomore

cohort sample allocation'by school t'pe and studene status.

2.2.3 Senior Cohort Sample Design

The goal of the First Follow-Up senior cohort sample design was to

reduce the overall size of the Sample while at the same time retaining

sufficient numbers of sample members in certain subgroups to allow important

policy analyses. A sample of Base Year nonrespondents s included in the

subsample in order to provide the basis for estimating any ossible bias in

sample estimates due to Base Year student-level nonresponse.

The First Follow-Up senior cohort sample consists of 11,995 selections

from the Base Year sample. This total includes 11,500 selections from among

1(3
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TABLE \2. 4
J

High School and
retention rates for

Beyond First Follow-Up sample
schoolsleavers: Sophomore -cohort-

Sampling category Retention rate

Twin/sibling* 1.0

Cuban 1.0

Puerto Rican 1.0

_Asian 1.0

American Indian 1.2

School dropout 1.0

None- Hispanic blacks

Non-Cuban, non-Puekto Rican Hispanic

Non-Hispanic, non-black

Base Year non-participant

0.6

0.3

0.1

Twins/siblings were retained with certainty only if both members of
the pair had participates in the Base Year survey.

TABLE 2.5

High School and Beyond First Follow-Up
sample allocation: Sophomore cohort

School type

Student Status

Currently*
enrolled Dropout Transfet

Early
graduate Total

TOTAL 25,150 2,601 1,290 696 29,737

Regular public 18,684 1,932 796 493 21,905
Alternative public 672 184 58 39 953

Cuban public 220 52 17 30 319

Other Hispanic public 2,375 336 121 86 2,918
Regular Catholic 1,372 19 57 10 1,458

Black Catholic 780 32 128 11 951

Cuban Catholic 252 15 25
0

8 300

High performance private 336 0 15 4 355

Other non-Catholic private 459 . 31 , 73e 15 578

*Currently enrolled in Base Year (other related) school.

-1
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the 28,240 Base Year participants and 495 selections from among the 6,741 Base

Year non-participants (students who were enrolled in 1980 in schools4hich

participated in the Base Year and who were selected to participate.butdid not

respond to the 1980 questionnaire). In addktion, 204 non-sampldd co-twins or

triplets (not part of the probability sample) were included in the First

-Follow-Up survey.

To select this sample, Base Year sample members were first sified

into selection cells according Ito Base Year participation_ status er

relevant characteristics as shown in Tabfe 2.6. (Cell definitions re shown

in thefootnotes to the table.) Selection cells were established in

consultation .w NCES and in light of the saltiple sizes needed to support

important policy analyses. tIn all cells not marked with an asterisk, Base

Year sample members were retained for the First Follow-Up sample with

certainty. Students in cells marked with an asterisk were subsampled.

Subsampling was carried out with probabilities proportional to Base Year

weights in order to, reduce the impact of disproportionate selection on whole

sample efficiency.

The sample of 495 students was selected from the pool of 6,741 Base

A .)%

Year nonrespondents in two stages. First, 404 schools were selected with

mr

probabilities based upon the number of nonrespondents and Base Year sampling

41,
weights,. From the 404 selected schools, individual nonrespondents were

Selected by sequence number from the original Base Year sample rosters.

\
isingle selection was made ip 318 schools/ in 86 schools, two or more non-

respOndents'were selected.

Table 2.6 displays the number of Fitt Follow-Up sample selections

allocated to each cell of the sample design and the marginal number of cases

'realized in each sample subgroup.

Table 2.7 shows the composition of the sophomore and senior cohort

First Follow-Up sample by selected classification variables.

20



TABLE 2.6

Sample allocation and realization for senior cohort:
High School and Beyond First Follow-Up

Base Year data available

)Subgroup 4

NO,ther twin
Twin Parent Twin and nor Total(b) Total
data data parent data parent data selected realized

Base Year participants:
Hispanic (a) .

High achievement (c) 4 70 2 583 659 626
Others 15 264 5 1,557* 1,841 1,705

Asian
lo 3 , 72 0 479 554 516

Ame?ican Indian 2 21 1 184 208 192
Black .

High achievement (c) ' 7 73 0 474 554 521

Others 36 307 4 2,099* 2,446 2,265 J

White
Low SES/high
achievement (d) 0 63 1 452' 516 500

Other o 168 1,465 (f) le 21, 2,460* 4, 1

Missing data (e) 17 27 0 356* 400 4,490
All others° , 3 86 0 119* 208

Base Year non-participants 0 0 0 495 495* 412

PROBABILITY SAMPLE
TOTAL 255 2,448 34 9,258 11,995 11,227

Non-SAmpled Co-twins 204, 0 0 0 204 192

TOTAL IN SURVEY 459 2,448 34 9,258 12,199 11,419

These cells were subsampled.

(a) Includes Hispanic supplement of 1,500 students.

(b) Includes USARC supplement of 200 additional high-achieving males with no college
plans. The total sample size for this subgroup is 947.

(c) Hig,achievement for Black and Hispanic students is defined as having a composite High
Scholl and Beyond test score above the weighted mean for the entire population.

(d) Among Whites, low SES is defined as the lowest quartile of the'comosite SES score
distribution for the entire population. High achievement is defined as a composite High
School and Beyond test score in the highest quartile for the entire population..

(e) Cases in this row are Whites who are missing data on either the composite SES score or
the composite High School and Beyond test score.

(f) Cases in this cell include: (1) all 1,305 students whose parents provided data and
who reported in 1980 that their main activity after high school would involve
postecondary education; and (2) approximately 160 selectionS from the group of 875
"other Whites" with parent data who had no plans for postsecondary education and thus
were not reselected with certainty..
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TABLE 2.7

Sample composition by selected classification \

ifariablest High School and Beyogd'First Follow-Up

7

Classification variable
and subgroup

Senior

Amber

cohort

Percent

Sophomoke

Number'

cohort

Percent

TOTAL SAMPLE

Sex:

Male
Female
Missing

11,995

5,7675

6,320
0

100.0.

7

47.3
52.7

0

29,737

14,825
14,912

0

100.0

49.9
50.1

0

1 - 1

Race/ethnicity:
Hispanic
Non-Hispanic:

i

2,918 ' 24.3 5,220 17.6

Black 2,940 I 24.5 3,914 13.2
White 5,417 45.2 19,295 Th. 64.9
American Indian /Alaskan

Native 209 1.7 322 , 1.1

Asian or Pacific Islander 391 3.3 448 . 1.5

-Other 120 1.0 . 538 ").8

Curriculum (self-reported):
*

Academic or college preparatory 4,328 37.6 10,152
.

39.3
,

General 4,118 35.-8 8,789 34.0
Vocational:
Agricultural occupations 343 3.0 742 2.9

Business or office t

occupations 1,063 9.2 2,593 10.0

Distributive education 259 2.3 495 1.9

Health occupations 140 1.2 307 1.2

Home economics occupations 213 1.9 418 1.6

r Technical occupations 225 2.0 590 2.3

Trade or industrial
occupations 610. 5.3 1,519 5.9 e"

Missing 201 .1.8 225 0.8

SocioeponomiC status composite:*
Lowest quartile 4,218 36.7 6,752 22,.7

Middle two quartiles 4,824 41.9 ' 12,368 41.6
Highest quartile 2,088 18.2 6,341 22.3

Missing 370 3.2 4,276 14.3

Region:
Noitheast 2,341 19.5 6,617 22.2
North Central 2,800 23.4 8,383 28.2
South 4,434 36.9 9,283 31.3

West , . 2,420 20.2 5,454 -18.4
Missing 0 0 0 0

Senior cohort totals for self-reported curriculum and for socioeconomic status
composite are taken from the Base Year questionnaire and therefore include only the 11,500
Base Year respondents retained for the First Follow-Up sample. Sophomore cohort totals
are based on the sophomores who completed a First Follow-Up questionnaire.
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3. SAMPLE WIGHTS
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The First Follow-Up weighting scheme was desigrfed to compensate for

unequal probabilities of retention for the follow-up survey and to adjust for

the fact that not all individuals selected for participation in the survey

participated. The _weights afe based on the inverse of the

probabilities of selection through all stages of the sample selection proc.8ps

and on nonresponse adjustment factors computed within weighting cells. A raw

weight, unadjusted for "instrument". nonresrSe -in the First Follow-Up, was

also calculated for the sophomore and senior cohort samples. This chapter

describes the weighting of the First Follow-Up ,school questionnaire data file

and the First.Follow-Up sophomore and senior student data files. Weighting of

the high school transcript data file is described in chapter 6.

3.1 School. Weights

J.

School-level weights that adjust for differential probabilities of

selection, for ineligibility, and for nonresponse were calculated during the

Base Year. (Base Year weighting procedures are described in detail in Frankel

6t al., Sample Design Report, chapter 6.") These same weights are appropriate

for computing weighted population estimates for the First Follow-Up data and

'therefore have been included on the school questionnaire data file. These

weights incorporate a nonresponse adjustment that compensates for the fact

that of the 1,122 schools selected in the Base Year, only 1,015 allowed

students to participate in the survey. However, the weights do not adjust for

the fact that of the 1,015 "participating" schools, only 996'completed a Base

Year school questionnaire. The reason for this is that 996 of 1,015 repre-

sents a 98 percent completion rate, and it was felt that an adjustment for two

percent nonresponse would not significantly affect estimates of school

questionnaire items.
23
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In the First Follow-Up survey, 956 schools completed a First Follow-Up

school questionnaire. This represents a nonresponse rate of six percent.

Again, waswas not felt necessary to adjust for this level of "instrument"

nonresponse. This decision was influenced by the fact that the Base Year and
CD

First Follow-Up school questionnaires gathered very similar information and

that information \is available in either 'the Base Year or First Follow-Up data

files foi. 1,012 of the 1,015 schools in the probability sample.

During the Base Year survey, a weight was computed for each of the

1,015 school in the probability sample. A school's weight was based on its

probability of selection and on a factor that adjusted for the nonpartici-

pation or ineligibility of some selected schools:

where

The school-level weight was calculated as

= 1/Pihi x AF1h

P
1hi

the probability of selection for school i in stratum h

AF 1h
= an adjustment factor that compensates for ineligibi-

lity and nonparticipation at the school level within .

stratum h. (See Frankel et al., Sample Design Report,
especially p. 153, for a detailed discussion of these
weighted procedures.)

Table 3.1 displays the statistical properties of the school-level

'weights. A school's weight equals the number of schools represented by the

school in the universe of eligible schbols. (Only schools that had sophomore

or senior students, or both, enrolled in 1980 were eligible for the sample.

See Frankel et al., Sample Design Report, chapter.4, for a discussion of

schools found ineligible during the Base Year.) Therefore, the mean weight of

20.9 indicates that the average schoolvin the sample represents about 21

schools in the universe of eligible schools. However, the minimun weight of

1.00'shows that some schools hose selected with certainty) represent only

themselves. The maximum weight of 169 shows that some schools (those selected

with low probabilities) represent a large number of eligible schools.
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TABLE 3.1
Statistical properties of school sample

weight: High School and Beyond First Follow-Up

Mean 20.9
Standard deviation 30.4
Coefficient of variation 1.45
Minimum 1.00
Maximum 169

Coefficient of skewness 3.04
Coefficient of kurtosis 9.35
Number of cases 1,015

The Base Year school weights sum to a total of 34,174. This indicates that

the 1,015 schOols in the High School and Beyond sample represent a population

of about 21,174 schools that had sophomore and/or senior enrollment in 1980.

This is less than the number of schools on the original sampli frame

(24,725) because a certain proportion of the sAmpleq schools failed tomeet

the definition of an eligible school. p
It should be noted that 17 "target schools" appear in the school file

without a weight. As discussed in 2.2.1 above, these are schools that

received blocks of Base Year students who moved en masse from their original

schools. School questionnaire data was collected from the "target,schools"

during the First Follow-Up survey, but since these schools are not part of the
"kk

probability sample and since it is not feasible to calculate their prob-

44"

abilities of selection, no weight can be assigned t them. They are included

in the school file to provide contextual data for students but are not

intended to be used to form estimates for the population of schools.

3.2 Student-Level Weights

In addition to school questionnaire data, the First Follow-Up data

base includes student questionnaire data for each cohort and follow-up test

data for the sophomore cohort. (Each cohort also has questionnaire data from



the Base Year parent survey. The weighting of Parent survey data for the

First Follow-Up sample s described in 3.3 below.) Therefore, several differ-

ent weights have been calculated for each cohort to adjust for the fact that

not all sample members have data for all instruments in both waves. Tables

3.2 and 3.3 show the nine weights calculated for the sophomore cohort and the
.

six weights calculatqd for the senior cohort- All sophomore cohort weights,

when used with the sample cases for which they are appropriate, project to the

population of approximately 3,780,000 high school sophomores of 1980. The

senior cohort weights project to the population of approximately 3,040,000

198Q high school seniors.

The First Follow-Up weighting procedures, similar for both the senior

and th sophomore cohorts, consisted of two basic
{
steps:

Step 1. Calculation of a preliminary follow -up weight for each

selected case based on _the inverse ,of the cumulative probability of selection

for the Base Year and Follovt-Up sample. The cumulative probability of selec-

tion is equal to the probability-of selection in the Base Year sample times

the probability of retention in the First Follow-Up sample. The inverse of

the product of these two probabilities equals the preliminary follow-up

weight.

Step 2. Adjustment of this prelimlnary weight to covensate for

"unitArnresponse, that is, noncompletion of an entire questionnaire or test

(except for the raw weight, RAWWT, 'which is unadjusted for nonresponse).

In the senior c4hort, a third step was employed:

Step 3. Calculation of a second adjustment factor to reproportion the

sum of adjusted weights between Base Year participants and non-participants.

These steps are described in more detail for each cohort below.

A
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TABLE 3.2

High School and Beyond First Follow-Up
sample case weights: Sophomore cohort

Unweighted number of caseg"--
Weight Applies to cases with: having these data

BYWT* Base Year questionnaire data 27,118

BYIrESTWT* Base Year test data 24,938

FUWT Follow-Up questionnaire data "28,119

FUTESTWT Follow-Up test data 26,216

PANELWT Base Year and Follow-Up
questionnaire data 25,875

PNLTSTWT Base Year and Follow-Up 22,436
test data

BYPARWT Base Year questionnaire and
parent data 3,055

PUPARWT Follow-Up questionpaire and
parent data 2,920

RAWWT All First Follow-Up selections 29,737

*These Base Year weights are not the same as those calculated during
!the Base Year survey.

TABLE 3.3

High School and Beyond First Follow-Up
sample case weights: Senior cohort

Weight
Unweighted number of cases

Applies to cases with: having these data

BYWT* Base Year questionnaire data

FUWT Follow-Up questionnaire data

PANELWT Base Year and Follow-Up
questionnaire data

BYPARWT* Base Year questionnaire and
parent data

FUPARWT Follow-Up questionnaire and
parent data

RAWWT All First Follow-Up selections

11,500

11,227

10,815

2,484

2072

11,995

*These Base Year weights are not the same as those calculated during
-41e Base Year survey.
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3.2.1. Sophomore Cohort

Step 1k Preliminary follow-up weight. The first step in weighting

the sophomore cohort was to calculate for each sample case a preliminary

follow-up weight (NW based on the inverse of its proh0bility of retention,

for the follow-up survey. This was calculated 4s:

where

whij X (1/P2hij) x (1/P3k

= the Base Year stage one (school level) weight for the
ith school.in the hth superstratum (see Frankel, et
al.,tample Design Report, p. 153)

P 2hi j = the Base Year stage two (student level) selectipn
probebility for-the-Ith grade 171 the ith school of
the hth superstratum (see Frankel, et al., Sample
Design Report, p. 154).

p 3k
= probability of retention in the First Follow-Up

sample for students in the kth sampling category

1.0 for certainty selections

= subsampling rate for noncertainty selections

W 1hi'
the Base Year stage one weight, had been calculated durin the

-

Base Year by first taking the inverse of the probability of 'selection of the

school and then multiplying this by a factor that adjuSted for ineligible and

noncooperating schools. P2hij, the Base Year probability of selection for

each student within his or her school and grade (given that the school had

been selected), had been calculated during the Base Year as equal to the

number of students selected in a grade within a school divided by the total

number of students in that grade in the school. The value of P3k,, the

probability of selection in the First Follow-Up, given selection in the Base

Year, depends on the specific sampling category in which a student was, placed.

These retention rates ranged from 1.0 for students retained with certainty to

0.1 for out-of-school Base Year non-participants. (See Table 2.4 for a list

of these retention rates.)



Step 2: tonresponse adjustment. In this step, the preliminary weight

Obtained in Step 1 was multiplied by a nonresponse adjustment factor. For

sophomores, these factors were

defined by:

(1) Dropout status: (1)

(2)

calculated separately for weighting cells

non-dropout
dropout

(2) School type: (1) Regular public and alternative .

(3) Hispanic public
(7) Catholic
(9) Private non-Catholic

(3) Sex: (1) male.
(2) female

(4) Race: ..(1) Hispanic
(2) non-Hispanic Black
(3) non-Hispanic, non-Black

(5) Base Year test quartile:
(0) no test data available (0) no test data
(1) lowest quartile available
(2) second quartile -or- (1) below median

(3) third quartile (2) above median\

(4) highest quartile

The choice of theses variables to define the weighting cells was based

-
on two factors: (1) av bility of data to classify every selected case on

these variables; (2) association with the nonresponse rates for the First

Follow-Up survey.

Within each weighting cell two sums of preliminary weights were

computed. The first was the sum of preliminary weights for all students in

the cell selected for parti,6ipation in the First Follow-Up (Selections).

The second was the sum of preliminary weights for all students in the cell

who actually completed the First Follow-Up questionnaire and/or test

(Participants). The quotient of these two sums (Selections/Participants)

provided a factor by which to multiply the preliminary weight of each

4

participant to compensate for the zero-value weights of those who were

2J



selected but did

non-participants

not participate. (The preliminary weights of First Follow-Up

were mpltiplied by a nonresponse adjustment factor of zero to

produce a final follow-up weight of zero for these cases.) Thus, the

1/4

nonresponse adjustment amounts to distributing the preliminary weights of the

non-participants proportionately among the participants in their weighting

cell,
I

It should be noted that just as in stratifying a sampling frame prior
or

to selection, so too, in forming weighting cells, a fixed and rigid applica-

tion of the classification scheme is neither desirable nor necessary.

Therefore, the classification scheme was adjusted by collapsing weighting

cells whenever it would have led to a weighting cell with either (1) a small

number of sample cases, or (2) a very large nonresponse adjustment. Both

situations are undesirable because of the increased variability they introduce

into the final weights and the consequent loss of statistical efficiency for

whole sample estimates. The tables in Appendix 1 show the weightyig classifi-

cation schemes that were actually used, the sums of weights in each cell, and

the resultant nonresponse adjustment factors for each weight. Generally

speaking, cells with fewer than ten cases or with nonresponse adjustments

greater than 2.0 Were avoided.

3.2.2 Senior Cohort

The senior cohort of the First Follow-Up sample consists of two

separately seleCted and weighted strata: a stratum of 11,500 Base Year parti-

cipants, and a stratum of 495 Base Year non-participants. TheSe two strata

were separately weighted with inverse Probability weights, and adjusted for

nonresponse following procedures similar to those described above for the
',-

sophomore cohort. An additional step was then carried out for FUWT and RAWWT

to combine these strata so as to properly represent Base Year participants and

ail



non-participants in the follow-up sample. (Since Baseit's.Year non - participants

are not used with BYWT, PANELWT, BYPARWT, or FUPARWT, reproportioning was not

necessary with these weights.) Thus, the Base Year non-participants who were

selected for and participated in the First Follow-Up are allowed to "stand

for" all Base Year non-participants -in their school type. Similarly, Base

Year participants are represented by the stratum of Base Year participants who

4'

participated in in the First Follow-U. This stratified weighting approach

reduces the possible impact of any bias due to Base Year nonresponse. The

weighting of the Base Year participant stratum is discussed first, followed by

the Base_ear non-Rarticipant _stratum.

3.2.2.1 Base Year Participant Stratum

Step 1: A preliminary First Follow -Up weight. As the first step /in

weighting this stratum, a preliminary follow-hup weight, Whij, was

established equal to the Base Year final weight times the inverse of the

probability of retention in the First Follov-Up.

in which

Whij = Wby x (1/P3k)

WBy Base Year final weight

P3k = probability of retention in the First Follow-Up
sample for students in the kth sampling category

= 1,0 for certainty selections

= subsampling rate for noncertainty selections

For students retained With certainty, s preliminary weight is the same as

their Base Year final weight. For all others, it reflects their effective

rate of subsampling for the First Follow-Up.

Step 2: Nonresponse adjustment. In this step, the preliminary First

Follow-Up.weight obtained in Step 1 was multiplied by a nonresponse adjustment



factor. These factors were obtained separately for weighting cells based on

the following variables: school type, sex, race/ethnicity, and Base Year test

quartile. The classification variables were constructed as described for

sophomores above. Weighting cells that contained only a few cases were

collapsed with neighboring cells to avoid unacceptably large nonresponse

adjustment factors.

Within each weighting cell a nonresponse adjustment factor was

calculated as the quotient of the sum of preliminary weights for selections

and the sum of preliminary weights for participants. This quotient

_ _ .

-clommtilM-t-atHE-K6iii'e-afibriie-aa55-aTieiT-factor for sample cases in this cell

and is applied to the weight of each sample participant in the cell.

Nonparticipant cases were multiplied by a nonresponse adjustment factor of

zero to produce a final weight of zero for these cases.

3.2,2.2 Base Year Nonparticipant Stratum

Step 1: A preliminary First Follow-Up weight. For senior Base Year

non-participants, the probability of retention in the First Follow-Up sample

was made proportional to the Base Year weight of students in the school where

the Base Year non-participant had been selected. As a result, for each of the

495 Base Year non-participants selected for the First Follow-Up sample," the

probability of selection in the Base Year times the probability of selection

in the follow-up equaled a constant (.0009536785)- Using the inverse of this

selection probability,-4 preliminary First Follow-Up weight of 1048.5714 was

obtained for each dienior Base Year non-participant selected for the follow-up

sample. This weight was then adjusted for nonresponse as described below.

Step 2: Nonresponse adjustment. In this step, nonresponse adjustment

. factors were calculated from the sums of weights of selections and partici-

pants within weighting cells. Cells' were based only on four categories of



school type. because of the small number of cases in this stratum (n=495

selections).

Step 3! Reproportioning. Of the 11,995 senior cohort students

selected for the First Follow-Up, 495 were Base Year non-participants. Of

these 495, 412 participated in the First Follow-Up survey. Preliminary

weighted analyses comparing the characteristics of these 412 respondents with

the characteristics of the 10,815 Base Year participant follow-up respondents

revealed substantial differences beteen these two sets of First Follow-Up

participants. Therefore, it was decided to treat Base Year participants andparticipants _ _ _ _ _ _

Base Year non-participants as separate strata for purposes of weighting. To

do this the sum of final weights was partitioned proportionately between Base

Year participants and non-participants aid each stratum was weighted separ:-

ately. The partitioning was carried out separately for each of four school

types (see Table 3.4). Within each school type, separate targets for sums of

final weights were established for Base Year participants and non-

participants. These targets were calculated using the sum of final Base Year

weights for each school type and the weighted proportion of students

participating and not participating in each school type in the Base Year

suryey. In each of th4 eight cells, a ratio was formed using the target sum

of weights as the

TABLE 3.4

High School and Beyond First Follow-Up Population targets
(sums of final weights) for partitioned sample

(base year participants/base year non-participants)
by school type: Senior cohort

School type
Base Year Base Year

participants non-participants
Total

TOTAL

Non - Hispanic public and

alternative schools

Hispanic public schools

Catholic schools

Non-Catholic private schools

2,586,226 453,494

2,247,160 399,245

73,959 '14,700

180,245 20,094

84,86R 3(3 19,455

3,039,720

2,646,405

88,659

200,339

104,317



numerator and the First Foll9w-Up sum of weights, adjupted for First Follow-Up

nonresponse) as the denominator. In each cell these "reproportioning ratios"

were multiplied by the adjusted follow-up weight to producEk a final

ti

reproportioned weight. The sum of these weights then equalled the "target"

7sum in each cell. Thus, the Base Year non-participants who were selected for

and participated in the First Follow-Up are allowed to "stand for" all Base

- Year non-participants in- their school type. Similarly, Base'Year participants

are represented by the stratum of BasesYear participants who,participated in

_the First Follow-Up. This stratified weighting approach reduces the possible

impact of any bias due to Base Year nonresponse.

The tables in Appendix 1 display the nonresponse weighting cells that

were used for the senior cohort, the sums of weights within cells for selec-

tions and participants, and the resultant nonresponse adjustment factors. For

FUWT, where reproportioning was applied, the sums of weights of selections and

participants reflect the partitioned "targets" shown in Table 3.4. For both

FUWT and PANELWT, the nonresponse adjustment factors are between 1.0 and 1.5,

with most less than 1.1,- indicating that the cell construction strategy was

satisfactory.

3.3 Special Procedures for Parent Weights

In the case of BYPARWT and FUPARWT the preliminary follow-up weight

was calculated 'using the B4te Year final parent weight instead of the Base

Year final student weight and a stOent's probability of retention in the

First Follow-Up. The Base Year parent weight takes into account the sub-

sampling of Baile Year participants for the parent study and incorpbrates an,.

adjustment for differential nonresponse to the parent survey. (See Base Year

Parent Questionnaire Codebook, Chicago, NORC, 1981, pp. 6-13, for details on

the construction of the parent Weight.) Because of the relatively small

3 4



number of First Follow-Up cases with parent data (about 2,400 in the senior

cohort and 3,000 in the sophomore cohort), adjustments to these weights for

student nonresponse were limited to the calculation of ratios within the

27 superstrata, which served.as the principal sampling strata in the design

for the Base Year Parents survey (see the Parent Questionnaire Codebook,

pp. 3-6).

3.4 Results of Weighting

As a check on the adequacy of the sample case weights NORC analyzed

first the statistical properties of the weights and second the effects of
0

various weights on the composition of the First Follow-Up sample. The results

of the first procedure are displayed in Tables 3.5 and 3.6. These tables

describe the distributions of the weights, in terms of the mean, variance,

standard deviation, coefficient of variation, minimum value, maximum value,

coefficient of skewness, and coefficient of kurtosis for each of the sets of

weights calculated for each cohort.

TABLE 3.5

High School and Beyond First Follow-Up statistical properties
of sample case weigils: Sophomore cohort

Weight RAWWT FUWT BYWT PANELWT FUTESTWT BYTESTWT PNLTSTWT BYPARWT FUPARWT

Mean 127 134 139 146 144 152 168 1,217 1,270

Variance 16,075 19,536 10,066 11,358 23,842 12,337 16,402 658,573 698,437

Standard
deviation 126 140 100 107 154 111 128 812 836

Coefficient
of variation .992 1.05 .719 .733 1.07 .730 .762 .667 1 .658

Minimum 1.45 1.45 1.61 1.62 1.45 1.97 2.13 14.84 15.3

Maximum 2,627 3,196 1,933 2,163 3,690 2,224 2,774 8;060 8,1i86

Skewness 7.2 8.2 3.4 3.6 8.7 3.7 4.1 2.5 2.5

Kurtosis 76.4 99.6 25.5 28.3 112 30.0 35.6 13.1 12.6

Number
of cases 29,737 28,119 27,118 25,875. 26,216 24,938 22,436 3,055 2,920

3
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TABLE 3.6

High School
properties

and Beyond First Follow-Up statistical
of sample case weights: Senior cohort

Weight RAWWT FUWT BYWT PANELWT BYPARWT FUPARWT

Mean 253 271 264 281 1,222 1,279

Variance 69,496 83,131 72,661 81,292 475,466 507,628

Standard deviation 264 288 270 285 690 712

Coefficient of variation 1.04 1.06 1.02 1.01 0.56 0.56

Minimum 1.09 1.09 1.35 1.35 9.75 10.32

Maximum 1,081 1,390 752 1,037 4,965 3,761

Skewness 1.02 1.20 .931 .927 .166 .094

Kurtosis -.396 .414 -.992 -.983 .202 -.096

Number of cases 11,995 11,227 11,500 10,815 2,484 2,372

Tables 3.7 through 3.12 display the composition of the follow-up

sample using different First Follow-Up weights. In some tables the composi-

tion of the Base Year public use tape sample is also displayed. These tables

show that in terms of school type, sex, and race, the composition of the

weighted First Follow-up sample is stable across various weights that may be

employed and that the compOsition of the First Follow-Up sample differs only

in trivial degree from that of the Base Year public use tape dataset.



TABLE 3.7

High School and Beyond First Follow0p percent of students by school
type using Base Year and First Follow-Up weights:, Sophomore cohort

Data source

Base Year public use
School type

tape First Follow -Up data files

Base Year
weight RAWWT 'UWT BYWT PANELWT FUTESTWT BYTESTWT PNLTSTWT

TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Regular public 86.5 86.5 86.6 86.6 86.6 86.6 86.7 86.7

Alternative public 0.9 0.9 0.8 0.7
..,

0.7 0.8 0.7
)

0.7

Cuban public 0.5 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4

Other Hispanic public 2.8 2.8 2.8 2.8 2.8 2.8 2.8 2.8

Regular Catholic 5.6 5.6' 5.6 5.6 5.6 5.6 5.7 5.7
I"

Black CathOlic 0.4 t 0.4 .0.,4 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4

Cuban Catholic 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1

High performance private 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Other non-Catholic Private 3.3 3.3 3.3 3.4 3.4 3.4 3.3 3.3

3d
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TABLE 3.8

High School and Beyond First Follow-Up percent of students by sex
using Base Year and First Follow-Up weights: Sophomore cohort

Data source

Sex
Base Year public use tape First Follow-Up data files

Base Year
weight

I
RAWWT FUWT BYWT PANELWT FUTESTWT BYTESTWT PNLTSTWT

TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.00 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

'Male 44.7 49.9 49.9 49.9 49.9 49.9 49.9 49.9

Female 48.1 50.1 50.1 50.1 50.1 50.1 50.1 50.1

Missing 7.1

3) 40



TABLE 3.9

High School and Beyond First'Follow-Up percent of students by composite
race variable using First Follow-Up weights: Sophomore cohort

Data source

Composite race
variable*

Fi.rst Follow-Up data files

RAWWT FUWT BYWT PANELWT FUTESTWT BYTESTWT PNLTSTWT

TOTAL of 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Hispanic
II

12.6 12.7 12.9 11.0 12.7 12.9 13.0

American Indian 1.3 1.4 1.0 1.0 1.3 1.1 1.0

Asian 1.2 1.3 1.2 1.2 1.3 1.1 1.1

Black 12.2 12.2 12.1 12.1 12.2 12.1 12.1

White 70.0 72.2 72.4 72.6 72.3 72.6 72.7

Other 2.7 0.3 0.4 0,1 0.2 0.3 0.1

This variable was constructed hierarchically by classifying .as Hispanic any student whowere self-identified
as Hispanic either in the First Follow-Up or in the Base Year. Then, from among the'remainiol students,
classifying as American Indian any student who self-identified as American Indian in e -ither the First
Follow-Up or in the Base Year. This procedure was repeated for each category in turn.



TABLE 3.10

High School and Beyond First Follow-Up percent of students by
school type using Base Year and First Follow-Up weights: Senior cohort

Data source

School type Base Year public use tape First Follow-Up data files

Base Year weight RAWWT FUWT BYWT PANELWT

TOTAL 100.04 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Regular public- R11.1 R6_1 86.1 816.3 f16.1

Alternative public 0.8 0.9 0.9 0.8 0.8

Cuban publio 0.4 - 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4
Y 4) Er

Other Hispanic public 2.5 2.6 2.5 2.6 2.6,

lb

.Regular Catholic
a

6.1 6.1 6.1 6.1 6.1

Black Catholic 0.5 0.4 %., 0.5
p,

0.4 0.5

Cuban Catholic 0.1 0 \1 0.1 0.1 0.1

High performance private 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0

Other non-Catholic private 3.4 3.4 3.4 3.4 3.4

TABLE 3.11

High School and Beyond First Follow-Up percent of students by
sex using Base Year and First Follow-Up weights: Senior cohort

Sex

Data source
ti

=:'A .Blase Yeak'Pkffolicuse,taPe First Follow-Up data files

Base Year
weight RAWWT ,FUWT BYWT PANELWT

TOTAL 106.0

Male 46.1

Female 49.7

Missing 4.2

,100.0

48.9

51.1

100.0

48.9

51.1

100.0

48.4

51.6

100.0

48.4

51.6

4
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TABLE 3.12

High School
composite'race

and Beyond First Follow-Up percent of students by
variable using First Follow-Up weights: Senior cohort

Data source

Composite race First Follow-Up data files

variable*
RAWWT" FUWT

Ilt

BYWT PANELWT

TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Hispanic 8.E1 9.1 9.3 9.5

American Indian 0.7 0.7 0.8 0.8

Asian 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5

Na,

Black 11.0 11.2 11.2 11.2

White 75.2 77.2 76.8 76,8

Other 2.9 0.2 0.4 0.1

*This variable was constructed hierarchically by classifying as Hispanic any student
who were self-identified as Hispanic either in the First Follow-Up or in the Base
Year. Then, from among the remaining students, classifying as American Indian any
student who were self-identified as American Indian in either the First Follow-Up
or in the Base Year. This procedure was repeated for each category in turn.

4?'
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4. NONRESPONSE ANALYSES

Nonresponse inevitably introduces some degree of error into survey

results. In examining the mpact of nonresponse, it is useful4o think of the

survey population as inclilding two strata--a respondent stratum that consists

of all units that would haVe provided data had they been selected for the

survey, and a nonrespondent stratum that consists Ave

I

been survey nonrespondents. The actual sample of respondents necessarily

consists entirely ofiunits from the respondent stratum. Sample statistics can

serve as unbiased estimates only for this stratum; as estimates for the entire

population, the sample statistics will be biased to the extent that the

y

characteristics of the respondents differ from those of the entire

population.1

in which

Bias YR -

-11

YR = a parameter (e.g., a mean) characterizing the
population of respondents

Y = the corresponding parameter characterizing the entire
population. .

For many simple parameters, such as means and proportions, the population

( 1 )

parameter (Y) is a weighted average 40i the stratum parameters (YR and ;IR)

in which

P(Y
R

) + (1 - P)YR (2)
N

P = the proportion of the population in the nonrespondept
stratum.

1 W.' G. Cochran, Sampling Techniques, 3rd ed. (New Cork: John Wiley,
1977), 361.

4,,
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It is evident from equations (1) and (2) that the nonresponse bias for an

estimated mean or proportion depends on P and on the magnitudr of the

difference between respondents and nonrespondents:

Bias = P(7
R

TrNR) (3)

Nonresponse bias_ will hesmall_if_the_nonrespondent--stratum constitutes only a
_ .

small pottion of the survey population or if the 'differences between respon-

dents and nonrespondents are small. P can generally be estimated from survey

data using an api4opriately weighted nonresponse rate.

In the High School and Beyond study, there were two, stages of sample

selection and two stages of nonresponse. During the Base Year survey, sample

schools were asked to permit the selection of individual sophomores and

seniors from school rosters and to designate "survey days" for the collection

of student questionnaire and test data. SChools that A:fused to cooperate in

either of these activities were dropped from the sample. Individual students

at cooperating schools could also fail to take part in the Base Year survey.

Unlike "refusal" schools, nonparticipating students were not dropped from the

sample; they remained eligible for selection into the First Follow-lit) sample.

Estimates based on student data from the Base Year survey include two

components of nonresponse bias:

in which

Bias =
(71R

Y)
+ (72R 71R)

. a parameter characterizing all students

= the corresponding parameter for all students71R
attending cooperating schools

Y
2R

= the corresponding parameter for all cooperating
students attending cooperating schools.

r-)

(4)
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The first component (Y
1R

- Y) represents the bias introduced by nonresponse

at the school level? the second component (Y Y
ip

) represents bias'
2R

introduced by nonresponse on the part of students attending cooperating

schools. Each component of the overall bias depends on two factors--the level

of nonresponse and the difference between respondents and nonrespondents:

in which

Blab = P
1

(-12 V
-1-NR ) + P

2 (Y2R 2NR
) (5)

P
1
= the proportion of the population of students attending
schools that would have been nonrespondents;

= The parameter describing the population of students
1NR

attending nonrespondent schools;

P
2
= the proportion of students attending respondent

schools who would have been nonrespondents;

Y
2NR

= the parameter describing this group of students.

The implications of equations (4) and (5) can be easily seen in terms of a

particular Base Year estimate. On the average, sophomores got 10.9 items

right on a standardized vocabulary test (Frankel, et al., Sample Design

Report, p. A-4). This figure is an estimate of Y
2R

the population mean for

all participating.Tstudents at cooperating schools. Suppose that sophomores at

cooperating schools average two mo

k
e correct answers than sophomores attending

refusal schools (Y 1R
7
1NR

= 2) ; suppose further that among sophomores

attending cooperating schools, student respondents average one more correct

answer than student nonrespondents (r-
2R

-
2NR

= 1). The Base Year school

nonresponse rate was about .30 (Frankel, et al., Sample Design Report, p. 93)

, and, among the sophomores, the student nonresponse rate was about .12

(p. 124). With these figures as estimates of P1 and P2, the bias can be

calculated ,from equation (5):

Bias = .30(2) + .12(1) = .72 .

That is, the sample estimate is biased by about .7 of a test score point.

4/



This example assumes knowledge of the relevant population means; in

practice, of course, they are not known and, although P1 and P2 can

generally be estimated from -the nonresponseEkrates,',the lack of survey data for

nonrespondents prevents the estimation of the nonresponse bias. The High

School and Beyond study is an exception to this general rule: during the

First Follow-Up, School Questkonnaire-data *as obtained from most-of-the Base-

Year refusal schools and student data from most of the Base Year student

nonre ondents selected for the First Follow-Up sample. These data provide a

basis for assessing the magnitude of nonresponse bias in Base Year estimates.

The bias introduced by Base Year school-level refusal is of particular

concern since it carries over into successive rounds of the survey. Students

attending refusal schools were not sampled during the Base Year and have no

chance for selection into subsequent rounds of observation. To the extent

that these studenp differ from students from cooperating schools during later

waves of the study, the bias introduced by Base Year school noffresponse will

. --A

persist. Student nonresponse is not carried over in this way since student

nonrespondents remain eligible for sampling in later waves of the study.

This chapter describes the results of three types of analyses concerning

nonresponse. Based on School Questionnaire data, schools that participated

during the Base Year are compared with all eligible schools. Based on First

Follow-Up student data, Base Year student respondents are compared with

nonrespondents. Finally, student nonresponse during the First Follow-bp is

analyzed. The focus on student noresponse during the First Follo*-Up i4

appropriate since school cooperation was, for the most part, no longer

critical for the collection of student data, which could be obtained via

questionnaires mailed directly to the students. The school-level nonresponse

bias in First_Follow-Up estimates is just the carryover from Base Year school

nonresponse, which is addressed by the first analysis.

48



4.1 Base Year School Nonresponse

During the Base Year, a total of 1,445 eligible schools were selected

into the High School and Beyond sample. Another 141 schools were selected but

were discovered to be ineligible for the study. Most of these "out -of-- scope"

schools were vocational schools that did not enroll students on a full-time

-basis.- Of the eligible- scloo s, 1T01-5-agreed-to-participate in the survey of

students and 430 refused to participate, yielding a school-level response rate

of approximately 70 percent (1,015/1,445). The characteristics of the

cooperating refusal, and out-of-scope schools are described in detail in

Frankel et al., Sample Design Report (see chapter 4).

The majority of the refusal schools did contribute to the survey by

completing a First Follow-Up School Questionnaire. With these data, it is

possible to assess_the bias resulting from school nonresponse. This section

presents the results from two such analyses. The first analysis compares the

.1

Base Year cooperating schools with the entire set of eligible schools. The

second analysis compares Base Year refusal schools with the cooperating

schools-selected to replace them. (In order to achieve a sample of Base Year

schools large enough to meet the analytical needs of the stud substitute

selections were made when a sample school refused to participate. The

procedures for Selecting substitute schools are described in Frankel et al.,

Sample Design Report, pp. 73-810

4.1.1 Cooperating Schools vs. Eligible Schools

Table 4.1 shows the unweighted means on the 31 items from the First

Follow-Up School Questionnaire for all eligible schools, cooperating schools,

and refusal schools. There was considerable item nonresponse on the School

Questionnaire; the table also gives the number of observations that each mean

is based on. The difference between the means for all eligible schools and



for the cooperating schools is an estimate of the bias produced by Base Year

school nonresponse. The table includes these differences. Since the raw

differences between means reflect factors of scale, it is useful to reexpress

them as percentages of the estimate based on the cooperating schools. These

reexpressed bias estimates aTe given in the final column of Table.4.1.

The use of School Questionnaire data to assess bias in estimates con-

6

cerning the population of students is not entirely straightforward. As

equation (4) shows, Base Year school nonresponse is one component of the

nonresponse bias in estimates of student population characteristics:

School-level bias component = Y
1R

. (6)

Y
1R

refers to a parameter describing students attending cooperating schools

and Y refers to the corresponding parameter describing all students. The

4 School Questionnaire data, on the other hand, describe only the schools these

students attend. Thus, to the extent that school characteristics are closely

related to the characteristics of the students attending them, then statistics

based on School Questionnaire data can serve as reasonable proxies for
1R

and Y .

Another problem in using School Questionnaire data to estimate the bias

contributed by school-level nonresponse is that the data from the refusal

schools are unweighted. Because an appropriate weight (taking into account

the initial estimate of the size of each sampling strati schools, the

sampling fraction, and the school ineligibility rate) would have been

difficult to compute, no attempt was made to weight these data. For the

cooperating schools, weights have been computed; weighted and unweighted

estimates differ substantially for only a few of the School Questionnaire

variables.
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TABLE 4.1 40

Comp rison of all sample schools with
cooperating and refusal schools

Statistic
All schools

Cooperating
schools

Refusal
schools

Bias
estimate

.

Mean n Mean n Mean n Raw

Total membership
in 12th gradezt 366 1371-_ 359_ 957_ 3a5. _414 -7 -1.9

Percent of graduating class
enrolled in 2 or 4 yr. college 49.7 1362 49.1 952 51.1 410 -.6 -1.2

Percent of graduating class
enrolled in non-college
postsecondary education 11.8 1339 10.5 945 15.2 394 -1.3 -12.4

3

I Percent of class of '82 who
Idropped out of h.s. (sophomores) 7.9 1342 8.4 948 6.6 394 0.5 6.0

Percent of class of '83 who
dropped out of h.s. (sophomores) 7.0 1325 7.3 936 6.3 389 0.3 4.1

Percent of students who need
remedial help in reading 21.2 1344 21.8 938 19.7 406 0.6 2.7

Percent of students who need
remedial help in Englibh 21.5 1327 22.2 924 19.9 403 0.7 3.2

Percent of students who need
remedial help in math 22.0 1344 22.4 938 20.9 406 0.4 1.8

Percent of seniors engaged in
out-of-school programs 17.2 1161 17.4 904 16.3 257 0.2 1.1

Average total per-pupil
district expenditure 2048 909 2088 653 1946 256 40 1.9

Average total per-pupil
school expenditure 2185 626 2215 384 2138 242 30 1.4

Percent of 12th grade students
,*

suspended out-of-school 3.1 1342 3.1 947 3.1 . 395 0.0 0.0

Level of student absenteeisMb 2.3 1188 2.2 933 2.3 255 -.1 -4.5

Level of class-cutting 2.5 1177 2.5 923 2.6 254 0.0 0.0

Level of parents' lack
of interest in progress ti 2.5 1184 2.5 930 2.6 254 0.0 r 0.0

Level of parents' laCk
of interest in school 2.4 1182 2.4 927 2.5 255 0.0

51 2
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TABLE 4,1

Comparison of all sample schools with
cooperating and refusal schools

(continued)

4j

Statistic All schools
Cooperating

schools ,

Refusal
schOols

Bias
estimate

Mean n Mean n /Mean n Raw %

Level of teacher absenteeism 3.0 1180 3.0 926 3.0 254 0.0 0.0

Level of teacher's lack
of motivation 3.0 1177 3.0 924 3.0 253 0.0 0.0

Incidence of robbery or theftc 2.8 1187 2.8 932 3.0 255 0.0 0.0

Incidence of vandalism 2.8 1188 2.8 933 3.0 255 0.0 0.0

Incidence of drug and alcohol use 2.5 1181 2.5 926 2.6 255 0.0 0.0

Incidence of rape or
attempted rape 3.9 118c

f

3.9 927 3.9 255 0.0 0.0

Incidence of weapons possession 3.6 1185 3.5 930 3.7 255 -.1 -2.9

P
Incidence of verbal
abuse of teachers 3.1 1185 3.0 930 3.2 255 -.1 -3.3

Verbal confrontation
among studentsc 2.6 1173 2.6 927 2.9 246 0.0 0.0

Verbal confrontation
among teachers 3.9 1177 3.9 929 3.8 2.8 0.0 0.0

Verbal confrontation between
teacher and students 3.1 1176 3.0 927 3.2 249 -.1 -3.3

Verbal confrontation between
teacher and administrators 1.8 1174 3.8 926 3.8 248 0.0 0.0

tt,

Verbal confrontation between
teachers and parents 3.8 1170- 3.8 922 3.8 248 0.0 0.0

Verbal confrontation between
administrators and parents 3.7 1173 3.7 925 3.7 248 0.0 0.0

Verbal confrontation betwben A

school and central office 3.9 1166 3.9 921 3.9 245 0.0 0.0

aFrequency count

bFor all "Level" and "Incidence.? items: 1=serious; 2=moderate; 3=minor/ 4=not at all

cFor all "confrontation" items: 1=daily; 2=at least once a week; 3=at least once a
month; 4=rarely or never



Bearing these limitations in mind, it is still reassuring that nearly all of the

differences between the means for all schools and for cooperating schools are quite

small. When reexpressed as percentages, most (22 of 31) of the differences are less than

two percent and virtually all (30 of 31) are less than six percent. The mean unsigned

percentage difference is 1.7; the median is 0.0. Table 4.2 gives the distribution of

these percentage differences. The largest.percentage difference occurs in the mean

percentage of graduhting class that is enrolled in non-college, postsecondary educational

/Programs; the means on this variable (11.8 and 10.5) differ by 12 percent (1.3/11.8). The

/second largest percentage difference is 6 percent i7.9 vs. 8.4) for class of 1982

/ dropouts. On the wboj , however, there appear to be few large differences between the

cooperating schools and the eligible schools.

tt may seem unusual to compare' cooperating schools with eligible schOols .(of which

they,represent a subset) rather than with refusal schools. However, as equations (5) and

A

(6) indicate, the difference between cooperating and refusal schools on a particular

characteristic (71R - Nr
1NR

), overestimates bias. This difference must be multiplied

by 131, the rate of nonresponse. Thus,

F

Schodl-level bias component Y
1R

- Y

P1 ( )1R 1NR

. TABLE 4-.2

Frequency distribution-of unsigned,
reexpressed bias estimates

(7)

Unsigned
estimate Frequency

Less than 2% 22

2.0% - 4.0% 5
.

4.1% 5.9% 3

6.0% 10.0% 1

31

Mean:
Median: 0.0

53 4

'
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Moreover, since bias is the product of both the difference (i
71NR) and

the rate of nonresponse (P1), and since the estimates of both factors are

subject to sampling error, it is difficult to calculate a standard error for

the bias estimates. For this reason, tests to determine whether the estimated

bias differs significantly from zero have not been performed.

4.1.2 Refusal Schools and Their Replacements

The analysis presented in Section 4.1.1 has two major shortcomings: the

results are unweighted; and it is not possible to determine whether the

results are statistically significant. In this section, results are presented

that overcome both of these difficulties. For a subset of the 'refusal and

cooperating schools, it is possible to piesent weighted data and to assess
*

whether refusal schools and cooperating schools differ significantly. the

refusal schools do not differ significantly from cooperating schools, then_ it

is reasonable to conclude that the school-level bias estimate would not differ-

significantly from zero. On the other hand, significant differences between

refusal and cooperating schools do not necessarily imply that the bias

estimate would differ from zero; the bias estimate reflects both the magnitude

of the difference and the rate of nonresponse (see equation [7] ).

The subset of schools for this analysis includes refusal schools for

which a cooperating substitute school was Selected. When a school that was

selected for the 124se Year survey refused to participate, a substitute school'

was. selected. In some cases, the substitute school also refused or was

ineligible for the sample and another substitute was drawn. Altogether, 204

initially selected refusal schools were eventually replaced, by a cooperating

substitute school. The aim of the procedure was to replace refusal schools

with schools that were-as similar to them as possible.

For 184 of,-these 204 pairs of schools, both the initially selected

refusal school and the cooperating substitute school returned School

5.4



Questionnaires. Table 4.31presents means of responses to the same 31 items

given in Table 4.1. Means are given separately for the initial selection and

the substitute selection. The mean difference is also provided, both in raw

form and reetpressed as a percentage of the mean for the initial selections.

The two groups of schools were not selected independently. Bather, the

probability of selecting a substitute school is dependent on the selection

probability of the school it replaced. For this.reason, it is appropriate to

weight the data from each pair of schools using the school weight of the

cooperating school in the pair. In addition, paired-comparison t tests can be

used to determine whether the average difference is significantly different

from zero. For the most part, the differences between the substitute and

initial refusal schools appear small. Again, the variable showing the largest

relative difference is the mean percentage of graduating class enrolled in

non-college, postsecondary education. The mean difference of 8.2 (18.2 for

the initial selections vs. 10.0 for the substitutes) is significantly

different from zero (t = 3.68, df = 183). The only other statistically
4

significant comparison involves the incidence of robbery or theft (3.2 vs.

. 2.9; t = 2.34, df = 183).

Table 4.4 gives the frequency distribution of the unsigned percentage

differences on all 31 variables. The mean is 9.2 and the median is 3.6. The

figures in Tables 4.3 and 4.4 are not strictly comparable to those presented

earlier in Tables 4.1 and 4.2. Because the earlier tables compare cooperating_

schools with eligible schools, the Aferences' reported there are direct

estimates of the school-level bias ,component. The differences in Tables 4.3

and 4.4, however, compare cooperating schools with refusal schools. These

differences must be multiplied by the school nonresponse rate (29.8 percent,

or 430 refusal schools of 1,445 eligible) in order to serve as estimates of
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TABLE 4.3

Comparison of Base Year substitute schools with refusal schools
(weighted by school weight)

Statistic
Mean

Initial

selection
Substitute
selection

Raw
vcotdifference difference

Total membership in twelfth gradea

Percent of graduating class

203 179 -24.0 -13.4

enrolled in 2 or 4 yr. college 44.9 47.3, 2.3 4.9

Percent of graduating class enrolled
in non-college postsecondary education 18.2 10.0 -8.2 -82.0

Percent of class of '82 who dropped
out of high school (sophomores) 4.7 6.5 1.7 26.2

Percent of class of '83 who dropped
out of high school (sophomores) 4.6 6.1 1.5 24.6

Percent of students who need
remedial help in reading 20.4 18.1 -2.3. -12.7

Percent of students who need
remedial help in English 20.9 18.0 -2.9 -16.1

p
Percent of students who need
remedial help in math 20.9 20.5 -0.4 -2.0

Percent of seniors engaged in
out-of-school programs 18.6 18.4 -0.2 -1.1

Average total per-pupil
district expenditure 1910 2109 197

Average total per-pupil
school expenditure 1745 2337 592 25. 3

Percent of twelfth grade stude is
suspended out-of-school

Level of student absenteeismb

Level of class-cutting

Level of parents' lack
of interest in progress

Level of parents' lack
of interest in school

2.6 2.4 -0.2

2.4 2.5 0.1

2.8 2.9 0.1

2.6 2.3 -0.2

-0.1

3.4

-R. 7

-4.2



TABLE 4.3

Coparison of Base Year substitute schools with refusal schools
(weighted by school weight)

(continued)

I

Statistic
Mean

tio.

Initial
selection

Substitute
selection

Raw(
differe' ce di ference

Level of teacher absenteeism 3.1 3.2 0.1

Level of teachers' lack of 3.1 3.1 0.Q 0.0

Incidence of robbery or theft 3.2 2.9 -0.3 -10.3

Incidence of vandalism 2.9 2.9 0.0 0.0

Incidence of drug and alcohol. use 2.5 2.7 0.2 7.4

Incidence of rape or attempted rape 3.9 3-9 0.0 0.0

Incidence of weapons possession 3.8 3.8 -0.1 -2.6

Incidence of verbal abuse of teachers 3.2 3.3 0.1 3.0

Verbal confrontation among studentsc 2.9 2.7 -0.1 -3.7

Verbal confrontation among teachers 3.8 3.9 0.1 2.6

Verbal confrontation between
teachers and students 312 3.1 -0.1 -3:2

Verbal confrontation between
teachers and administrators 3.8 3.8 0.0 0.0

.-/-

Verbal confrontation between
teachers and parents 3.8 3.8 0.0 . 0.0 ...--------'

,Verbal confrontation between is //7
-administrators and parents 3.8. 3.7 -0.1

_,
-2.7

Verbal confrontation between
school and central office 3.9 3.9 0.0 0.0

aFrequency count

For all "Level" and "Incidence" items: 1=serious; 2- moderate; 3=minor; 4=not at gall

cFor all. "confrontation" items: 1=daily; 2=At least once a week; 3=at least once a
month; 4=rarely or never



TABLE 4.4

Frequency distribution of unsigned
percentage differences

Unsigned
percentage
differences Frequency

Less than 2%

2.0% - 3.9%

4.0% - 6.9%

7.0% - 9.9%

10.1.% - 25.0%

Greater than 25%

7

9

3

4

5

3

31

Mean: 9.2

Median: 3.7
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the school-level bias component. The mean percentage difference of 9.2 thus

corresponds to a bias estimate of 2.8 percent, which is quite similar to the

figure of 1.6 given in Table 4.2.

Taken together, the results of both analyses suggest that school-level

nonresponse may have contributed a bias that averages about 2.0 percent. For

a few variables, the bias may be considerably larger than that; for most

variables, the bias estimates do not differ significantly from zero.

4.2 Base Year Student Nonresponse

Equations (4) and (5)"distinguish two components of nonresponse bias.

The fist component reflects school-leVel nonresponse, the second student-

level nonresponse. During the Base Year, about 12 perdent of the sample of

sophomores and 15 percent of the sample of seniors were nonrespondents

(Frankel et al., Sample Design Report, p. 125).'w Samples of these

nonrespondents were retained for the First Follow-Up survey. The impact of

Base Year student nonresponse can therefore be assessed using-First Follow-Up

data from Base Year nonrespondents.

The responses of Base Year participants and non-participants were

compared on several items selected from the First. Follow -Tip student

questionnaires, including selected sociodemographic variables, attitude items,

__and items..-relating to the student's present status and future plans. Some

tems were available for both cohorts, and other items were available for only

one of the two cohorts.

Table 4.5 presents the results of comparisons for sex, race and

educational aspirations. Results for 35 additional variables for the senior

cohort'and 18 additional,variables for the sophomore cohort are included in

Appendix 2A. The percentages in the table are weighted and are conditional on
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TABLE 4.5

Comparison of Base Year participants
with all Base Year selections and non-participants: Sophomore Cohorta

Variable All students Participants Non-participant Bias

Sex

Male 49.3 48.9 52.8 -.4

Female 50.7 51.1 47..2 .4

Race
I

White 71.8 73.5 59.6 1.7

Black 12.4 11.7 17.3 -.7

Hispanic 13.0 12.6 16.6 -.4

Otherb 2.8 2.3 6.5 -.5

Educational goal -

High school or less 35.t- 34.4 39.7 -.7

Vocational school 13.2 13.3 12.7 .1

Some college 17.2 17.8 12.5 .6

College degree 16.9 17.6 , 12.1 .7

Advanced degree 6.0 6.2 5.2 .2

Other/missing 11.4 10.6 17.8 -.8

aAll figures in the table are weighted percentages conditional 'on the
column variable.

bRemaining racial/ethnic groups were combined because of their small
sample size.



TABLE 4.5

Comparison of Base Year Participants
With All Base Yeat Selections and-No4-1participants: Senior cohorta

c. ...
.

(continued)

Variable All students Participants Non-participants Bias

Sex

Male 48.1° 47.6 51.7 -.5
4

Female 51.9 52.4 48.3 .5

9
Race

White 77.5 77.2 79.1 -.3

Black 11.1 . 11.0 11.5 -.1

Hispanic 9.0 9.4 6.8 .4

Otherb -2.4 2.4 2.6 0.0

Educational Goal

High school or less 23.1 22.3 28.6 -.8

Vocational school 14.9 14.7 16.4 -.2

Some college 18.4 , 19.0 14.6 .6

College degree 28.4 29.1 24.3 .7

Advanced degree 5.3 5.5 4.5 .2

Other/missing 9.7 9.4 11.7 -.3

aAll figures. in the table are weighted percentages conditional on the
column variable.

bRemaining racial/ethnic groups were combined because of their small
sample size.



BaseYear participation status; the percentages within each column sum to 100

(except for small rounding errors).

Equation (4) shows that the Oias due to Base Year student nonresponse

depends on the difference between respondents at cooperating schools and all

students at cooperating schools:

Student-level bias component = - (8)Y2R 1R

in which

Y = a parameter, such as a mean or proportion, characterizing
2R

respondents attending cooperating schools, 4

= the corresponding parameter characterizing all students
1R

attending cooperating schools.

The percentages in Table 4.5 for all students are estimates of Y
1R

and the

percentages for Base Year participants are estimates of Y
2R

. The differences

between the two are estimates of bias.

On the whole, the table reveals only small discrepancies between

estimates based only on data from Base Year participants and estimates based

on data from both participants and non-participants. In terms of nonresponse

bias, the tables indicate that the student-level bias component is small.

Table 4.5 includes estimates of the bia.s for twelve estimates for each

cohort; the frequency distribution of these bias estimates is given in Table

4.6. (Since the original estimates are all percentages, the bias estimates

have not been reexpressed.) For the sophomore cohort, the mean of the

unsigned bias estimates is .6 percentage points and the median is .5; for the

senior cohort, the mean and median are both .4 percentage points. The results

for sex, race, and educational aspirations are repres ntative of the larger

set of variables examined in Appendix 2A.
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TABLE 4.6

Distribution of unsigned bias estimates

Bias estimate
Sophomore cohort

frequency
Senior cohort
frequency

.0 - .1% 1 2'

.2 - .3% 1 4

.4 - .5% 4 3

.6 - .7% 4 2

.8 .9% 1

1.0% or greater 0

1%.

12 12

Mean: .6% .4%
Median: .5% .4%

6 ,3



These results (along with those presented in the tables in Appendix 210

show that the magnitude of the bias is generally small--few percentage

estimates will be off 'by as much as oneltercent--and its direction

predictable.- The direction of the bias is partly a function of the different

rates of nonresponse for different subgroups. In the Base Year survey, males

had a higher nonresponse rate than females (Frankel et al., Sample Design

Report, pp. 146-147); this difference explains why m les are. slightly

underrepresented and females slightly overrepresented among the

participants. Similarly, Blacks had a higher nonresponse rate than Whites; as

a result, when estimates of racial composition are based only on participants'

data, the estimate for BlackS' appears to be too low and the estimate for

Whites too high. Wherever a factor related to nonresponse is also related to

a variable of substantive interest, estimates concerning the substantive

variable will be somewhat biased. Because few variables are strongly related

to student nonresponse and because the overall rates of student nonresponse

are low, the bias estimates Ore small.

4.3 Analysis of First Follow-Up Student Nonresponse Rates

The analyses concerning Base Year nonresponse examined the effects of

nonresponse. This section, which is concerned with student {nonresponse during

the First Follow-Up, is more descriptive in its aims. It examines the

antecedents and correlates of nonresponse. ,A few preliminary remarks on the

bias resulting from nonresponse are nonetheless in order. First, it should be

noted that school nonresponse has the ses.effect on Base Year and First

Follow-Up estimates--students attending refusal schools were not Sampled in

3

the Base Year and have no chance of inclusion in the First Follow-Up. F"or

this reason, the estimates presented in "Tables 4.1 and 4.3 serve as estimates

of the bias, due to school nonresponse for 'both the Base Year and First Follow-
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Up surveys. Second, student nonresponse was much lower in the,First Follow-Up

than in the Base Year surv#y; other things being equal, the bias due to

,stdent nonresponse should be correspondingly smaller (cf. Equation [7]).

Overall, the weighted student nonresponse rte during the First Follow-Up was

1

percent in the sophomore cohort (versus 12.0 percent during the Base Aar)

and 7.0 percent among the seniors (versus 15.2 percent during the Base

Yea ). Thus, it is reasonable to expect that bias in First Follow-Up

4 est mates due to student nonresponse is about 50 percent smaller than in Base

Yea estimates, where, as Tables 4.5 and 4.6 indicate, it is already small.

There were several causes of student non-participation in the First

Fo4low-Up survey. Some studelits refused to c6operatef others could not be

i

loqated or were unavailable at the time of the First Follow-Up survey; a few
i

hac died. Nonresponse rates were calculated in the-usual way; the nonresponse

rake is the proportion of the selected student? (excluding deceased students)
I

I

wto were nonrespondents:

I

P =

n which

NR

R + NR

P = the nonresponse rate

R = the number of responding students;

NR = the number of nonresponding students.

Nonresponse rates were calculated for each cohort by school and student-

level variables using both unweighted and weighted data. The weight used was

RAWWT. (See cbapter 3 for a complete descriron of the .weighting

a
procedures.)

An overall indication of the level of particpation'and non-participation

in both the Base Year and First Follow-Up surveys is presented in Tables 4.7

6



and 4.8. Frequencies in each of the cells and the totals presented in Table

4.7 are unweighted data. weighted data are shown in Table 4.8. The weighted

nonresponse rate was approximately 6.4 percent (5.3 percent unweighted) in the

sophomore cohort and 7.0 percent (4.3 percent unweighted) in the senior

cohort. Of particular interest in (Table 4.8 is the large percentage

(approximately 83 perCent) of Base Year non-participants who participated in

the First Follow-Up survey. Despite this high response rate, Base Year non-

participants constitute a substa4ial proportion of the First Follow-Up non-
/

participants. In the sophomore ohort, 23 percent (370 of 1,586) of the First

A(
Follow-Up nonrespondentA did noi. participate in the Base Year survey either;

TABLE 4.7
Distribution of yarticiliation levels for Base Year

and /First Follow-Up cohorts

First Follow-Up

Base Year
Base Y ar non-

partici ants participants Total Percent

Sophomore cohorta

Participants ,875 2,244 28,119' 94.7

Non-participants 1,216 370 1,586 5.3

Total 27,091 2,614 29,705 100.0

Percent 91.2 8.8 100.0

b t.
Senior cohort

Participants 10,815 412 11,227 93.7

Non-participants 674 83 \.757 ,6.3

Total 21 11,489 495 11,984 100.0

Percent 95.9 4.1 100.0 --

aExcludes deceased students (n=32)

bExcludes deceased students (n=11)
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TABLE 4.8

Weighted distribution of participation levels for Base Year
and First Follow-Up cohorts

First Follow-Up

Base Year
Base Year non-

participants participants Total Percent

Sophomore Cohorta r
Participants 3,107,209 428,934 3,536,143 93.6

Non-participants 154,811 85,1794 239,990 6.4

Total 3,262,020 514,113 3,776,133 100.0

Percent 86.4 13.6 100.0
g-

Senior Cohortb

Participants/ 2,444,228 377,441 2,821,669 93.0

Non-participants 138,493 76,052 214,545
rt

Total 2,582,721 453,493 3,036,214 100.0

Percent 85,1 14.9 100.0

aExcludes deceased stunts (Weighted n=3,668)

bExcludes deceased students (weighted n=3,498)
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in the senior cohort, the figure is 11 percent (83 of 757). The weighted

percentages are even higher--35.5 percent for the sophomores and 35.4 percent.

for the seniors: The absence of survey data for these double nonrespondents

introduces some uncertainty into the descriptive results presented in this

section.

Throughout this section nonresponse rates are based on weighted data.

This was done for two-reasons. First, the magnitude of the differences in

nonresponse rates differs only trivially when the data are analyzed in

weighted versus unwighted form. Second, when nonrespons&rgtes for the

sample are appropriately weighted, results may be projected to the entire

population of sophomores and seniors in the United States (see chapter 3) and

may serve as estimates of the parameter P2 in equation (5).
$

--)

4.3.1 Student Nonresponse Rates: - School Variables

This section examines nonresponse for each cohort by school-level vari-

ables. Five variables are shown in Table 4.9: school type, Census region,

level of urbanization, percentage of Black enrollment, and average enroll-

ment. Base Year data were used to classify the schools.

Table 4.9 indicates that the highest nonresponse rate for the sophomore

cohort occurred among alternative school students (14.2 percent) and the

lowest among students at Catholic schools (3.1 percent). Among sehiors, non -

Catholic private school students had the highest nonresponse rate (10.5

percent) and Catholic school students the loWest (4.3 percent).

There is little variation in nonresponse by regidn, although in'both

cohorts, students selected at schools in the West show the highest rate of

nonresponse (9.2 percent for the sophomores and 10.6 percent for the

seniors). The nonresponse rates in the other regions are, for both cohorts,

around six percent.
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TABLE 4.9

Weighted student nonresponse rates
by selected school characteristics

Characteristic Sophomore cohorts' Senior cohort

ALL STUDENTS

School Type

Regular public

Hispanic public

(Alternative public

Non-Catholic private

Catholic

Region

Northeast

North Central

South

West

.

Urbanization

YJ

664

.065

.084

.142

:052

. 031

. 071

. 071

. 094

. 070

.105

. 043

. 059 . .056

.063 .068

.053 .063

. 092 .106

. Urban .090 .094

Suburban .067 .067

Rural .038 .060

Percent Black

25% or less .065 .066

Greater than 25%

Average enrollment

100 or11ss
A .

10r-135.

326-550

.More than 550

. 070 .101

.052 .069

.039 .057

.069 .073

.099 .088

6,)



For both cohorts, there is a small but consistent relationship between

student nonresponse and level of urbanization. The nonresponse rate is

highest for students who were attending urban schools at the time of sample

selection (9.0 percent for the sophpmore cohort and 9.4 percent for the

senior), next highest for students from suburban schools (6.7 percent for both

cohorts, and lowest for students from rural schools 0.8 and 6.0 perdeh).

Students selected at schools with a large percentage of Blacks (25 per -
\

cent or more)` showed somewhat higher rates of nonresponse than students .at

schools with fewer Blacks. The difference in nonrespO e rates is much larger

for the senior cohort (10.1 vs. 6.6 percent) than f1/1;:r sophomores (7.0 vs.
Pt

6.5 percent).

1

Student nonresponse seems to show a/c plex relationship to school
liT

size. For both cohorts, the rates are west for schools with between 101 and

325 students per class (3.9 percent r the sophomores and 5.7 percent with
-'14a,

the seniors) with higher rates am fig students who atended the smallest and

7largest schools.

4.3.2 First Follow-Up Student NonreSpbnse Patterns: Individual Level Variables

In this section, the student nonresponse rates to the First Follow-Up survey

are analyzed by individual-level variables, including demographic

characteristics, academic aptitude, attitude toward school, and self-reported

school-related behavior. Students were classified by their responses to the Base

Year Questionnaire.

Table 4.10 shows the weighted rate of nonresponse by race, sex, academic

program, SES, test quartile, and student status. Appendix 2B displays the

unweighted results for these variables and results for supplementary analyses
4

based on other classification variables. The category "other/unknown" is a

general classification that includes both missing data and data for respondents
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TABLE 4.10

Weighted student nonresponse rates
by selected student Characteristics

Characteristic Sophomore cohort Senior cohort

ALL STUDENTS .064 .071

Race

White .040 .042

Black .050 .061

Hispanic .030 .044

Other/unknown .491 .558

Sex

Male .074 .085

Female .053 .056

Academic program

General .051 .061

Academic .036 .040

Vocational .055 .057

Other/unknown .154 .164

SES

Lowest quartile .051 .062

Middle two quartiles .042 .050

Highest quartile .045 .046

Other/unknown .151 .159

Test quartile

Lowest quartile .061 .078

Middle two quartiles .043 .050

Highest quartile .032 .030

Other/unknown

Student status

.137

ti

028

In school .042

Transfer .105

Early graduate .073
.

Dropout .147

71
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who did not fall into any of the other specifically defined categories.

Nonresponse generally is substantially higher for the "other /unknown"

categories. This is an artifact attributable to the substantial number of

First Follow-Up nonrespondents who were also Base Year nonrespondents, These

double non-particilints could only be classified in the unknown category, Sok

elevating the nonresponse rate for that group.

There is little variation in student nonresponse by race. Blacks show

the highest nonresponse rate in both cohorts, but a substantial port -ion of the

First FolloUp student nonrespondents were also Base Year nonrespondents and

could not be classified by race. For this reason, there is some uncertainty

about the ,actual nonresponse rates for the different races.

In both cohorts, males exhibit a higher nonresponse rate than females.

The difference is 2.1 percent in the sophomore cohort (7.4 percent for males

vs. 5.3 percent for females) and 2.9 percent in the senior cohort (8.5 vs.

5.6).

In both cohorts, students who were in academic programs during, the Base

Year were less likely to be nonrespondents than students in general or

vocational programs. The differences among the programs are not large (see

Table 4.10).

In each cohort, nonresponse was highest for students classified in the

lowest SES level (5.1 percent in the sophomore cohort, 6.2 percent in the

senior cohort). The lowest nonresponse rate was observed for the sophomore

cohort members classified as "middle" SES (4.2 percent), and for the senior

cohort, fOr students classified in the highest SES category (4.6 percent). In

general, there is little variation in the rate of nonresponse for the

different SES classifications.
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There is an inverse relation between test quartile and rate of

nonresponse for each cohort. For the sophomore cohort, students classified In

the lowest quartile had rates of nonresponse almost twice as large as students

classified in the highest quartile (6.1 percent vs. 3.2 percent); the

difference is even more pro.noinced for seniors (7.8 vs. 3.0).

Table 4.10 alSohoW4 that the sophomores who dropped out (14.7 percent)

o
or transferred (10.5 percent) .had the highest nonresponse rate for the First

4
Follow-Up survey. St9dents who remained in school showed the the lowest

nonresponse rate (4.2 percent). Dropouts and transfer students are the most
0 V

difficult to locate and this difficu)ty may account for tieir relatively high

nonresponse rates. 0
9 0

These differences across groups in respon e rates are for the most part

similar to those observed during the Base Year. "picture of student

nonrespondents is beginning to emerge from the analyses, which suggest that

groups with less involvement with education were less likely to participate in
a

the survey: dropouts had higher nonresponse rates than non-dropouts; students

with lower grades and lower test scores showed higher nonresponse than

students with higher grades and test scores; students who were frequently

absent from school showed higher nonresponse than students absent

infrequently; students in vocational or general programs were more likely to

be nonrespondents than students in academic programs.

4.4 Summary

The analyses presented here support hree general conclusions:

(1) The school-level bias component in Base Year and First
Follow-Up estimates is small, averaging less than 2
percent;
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(2) The student-level bias component in Base Year estimates
is also small, averaging about .5 percent for percentage
estimates concerning either cohort;

(3) The student-level bias component in First Follow-Up
estimates is limited by the nonresponse rates, which for
both cohorts were about half the Base Year rates:

The first and second conclusion together suggest that nonresponse bias Is not

a major contributor to error in Base Year estimates; the first' and ,third

suggest that nonresponse bias- is not a major contributor to error in First

Follow-Up estimates.

Each of'these conclusions must be given some qualification. The analysis

of school-level nonresponse is based on data.concerning the schools, not the

students attending them. The analyses of student nonresponse are based on

survey data and are themselves subject to nonresponse bias. Despite these

limitations, the results consistently indicate that nonresponse had a small

impact on Bade Year and First Follow-Up estimates.



5. STANDARD ERRORS AND DESIGN EFFECTS

This chapter examines the standard errors for statistics--such as

means and proportions-,-Aerived from the First Follow-Up data sets. Most

researchers are familiar with the use of standard errors to assess the

variability of estimates based on simple random samples; more complex designs,

however, raise less familiar statistical issues. Both to s'nior and

sophomore cohorts for the First Follow-Up were seected using sttatified,

clustered, unequal probability designs. With such complex designs, standard

errors must be calculated using different procedures from the-familiar methods

used for data from simple random samples.

Before presenting standard errors for First Follow-Up estimates, it is
(14

useful to discuss some of the statistical issues raised by complex sample

designs. First, the computational procedures used to estimate the standard

errors are discussed, followed by an examination of the relationship between

standard errors based on complex samples and those based on simple random

samples.

5.1 Computational Procedures

In a simple random sample, the mean is estimated as

n

x./11,
sirs 1

Only the numerator is subject to sampling error; the denominator (the sample

size) is taken as a fixed constant. In more complex sample desigps, the mean

is estimated as a ratio of estimates; for the High School and Beyond survey,

the ratio is

E/Z Yhij
r

EE x
hi

x
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in which
*

yhij = the weighted valufe for student j.
from school i in stratum 1,

= theestimaied size Of school i in
stratum h.

The numdrator-(y) represents an estimate of the' poptlation total; the '

denominator (x), an estimate of ulation size. When cluster sizes are '

e .

unequal, the overall sample size will fluctuate depending on which clusters

are selected. For the same reason, the estimates of,.the population size will

show sampling fluctuation. Thus, for a ratio estimator, both the numerator

and the denominator are subject to sampling error.

In their classic paper, Kish and Przinkell' distinguish three major
.0%

approaches to the computation of standard errors for statistics based on

4 complex designs where ratio estimators must be used: Taylor Series, balanced

repeated replication (BRR), and jackknife repeated replication (JRR).

Taylor Series estimation. It can be shown2 that the variance of r

(i.e., the square of the standard error of r) is

in which

dy - Rd 1 , 2E(r - R)
2

= 1

X 1 4- dx/X

E(r R)2 = the expected value of the' squared
difference between the population
parameter R and the sample estimate r.

dy = the difference between' the sample
estimate y and the population value Y.

X the population size

(3)

=the difference between the sample estimate of
the population size, x, and the population size X.

1L. 'Kish and M. Frankel, "Inference 'From Complex Samples," Journal 'of
the Royal Statistical-Society': SerieS B (Methodological), 36 (1974) :2-37.

2L. Kish, Survey Sampling (New York: John'Wiley, 1965), 206-208.
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If the term involving one plus the relative error of x (i.e., dx/X) is

ignored, it can be shown that (3) reduces to:

in which

E(r-R) 2 - 1/X2 (Vary + R2Var - 2 R Cov )xy

0
Vary, . the variancd of y

Vary the variance of x

Cov
xy = the covariance of x and y

(4)

All the terms in equation (4) can be estimated from sample data (e.g., r would

take the place of R, x the place of X, and so forth). The variance terms are

estimated by the variation of primary selection means around the stratum

mean. Sampling statisticians have offered several rationales for the use of

equation (4) as an approximation of (3). One line of argumentl makes use of a
1

standard approximation technique, called Taylor Series approximation, which

gives this approach its name.

Balanced repeated replication (BRR). The replication approach was

originally developed by Deming.2 The principle underlying replicated sampling .

is quite simple. If a sample of size n is desired, g independent replicate

samples-are selected, each of size n/g. The variation among estimates from

each replicate can be used to estimate the variance of estimates based on the

entire sample.

1

M. Hansen, W. Hurwitz and W. Madow, Sample Survey Methods and Theory,
vol. II (New York: John Wiley, 1953).

2W. Deming, "On Simplification of Sampling Design Through Replication
With Equal Probablilities and Without Stages," Journal of the American
Statistical 'Association 31 (1956):24-53.

A
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Balanced repeated replication extends the principle of replication.

It is usually applied to stratified designs with two primary selections cvr.

stratum. By choosing one primary selection from each stratum, a half-sample

Jr is created; the unselected primary units form another half-sample. In a

design with h strata, a total of 2(h-1) different pairs of half-samples can be

formed in this fashion. Each pair is referred to as a replicate. It is

customary to form only a portion of the possible replicates using an

orthogonal balanced design.

For any given replicate, estimates such as the ratio means r1 and r

can be computed from each half - sample. Then the sampling variance for the

overall statistic (r), can be estimated in any of several waysl. One method

compares the estimate from one half-sample with the overall estimate:

in which

Var
k (r) (r 1k r)

2

Vark (r) . the variance estimate based on replicate k,

r . an estimate based on the entire sample,

r1k = an estimate based on one of the half-samples
from replicate K.

2

(5)

The final estimate for the variance of r is the average of Vark across all the

replicates. The estimate r need not b %a ratio n1 an; the logic of BRR applies

to any type of estimate, giving the method its broad generality.

Jackknife repeatgd,replication. Equation (5) shows that the'variance

of a sample statistic call be estimated using data front' a 'portion of the

sample, that is from a single half-sample. Jackknifing is a generalization of

1M. Frankel,-Inference from Survey Samples: An Empirical Investigation
(Ann Arbor: Institute for Social Research, University of Michigan, 1971), 35.
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this idea. Tukey1 has shown how estimates of variance can be obtained from a

subsample of the original sample, even when the subsample includes all but one

of the sample observations. He refers to'the technique as jackknifing.

Frankel2 has shown how jackknifing can be used with complex stratified

samples. Again this assumes a design with two primary selections in each

stratum. For a particular stratum, the variance using (6) can be estimated:

=Var-
h (r1h rh)

2

in which

1h . an estimate based on one of the primary selections from
stratum h,

r
h . the corresponding estimate based on both primary selections

from the stratum.

(6)

The estimated variance for the entire sample is just (the sum of the estimated

strata variances. With JRR, each "replication' represents the contribution of

a single stratum to the .variance of estimates from the entire sample.

Comparison ofthe methods. In the Base Year survey, NORC provided

standard errors for sample statistics, using a program based on the Taylor

Series approach.' Prior to the First'Follow-Up survey, NCES acquired a program

that computes BRR standard error estimates. The BRR program tas used to

'compute,standard errors for statistics derived from the First Follow-Up deita

sets.

1 See for example, J. Tukey, Exploratory Data Analysis (New York: John
Wiley, 1978).

2 Frankel, Inference from Survey Samples: An Empirical Investigation (Ann
Arbor:' Institute for Social Research, University of Michigan, 1971).
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BRR assumes a design with two primary selections per stratum.

Although the High School and Beyond sample is stratified, each of the original

strata includes more than two primary selections (the primary selections in

this case were high schools or students at high schools that came into the

sample with certainty). In order to meet the assumptions of BRR, the original

26 school strata were divided into 90 "computing" strata. Within each comput-

ing stratum, the primary selections were randomly divided into two groups,

which were treated as "pseudo-primaries." The BRR program, thus, treats the

sample as though it included two primary selections from each of 90 strata.1

Previous empirical investtgation 2 indicated that Taylor Series, BRR,-

and JRR gave comparable results, although BRR standard error estimates

consistently gave more accurate significance levels for t-statistics.

Nonetheless, a comparison of Taylor Series and BRR standard error estimates

was undertaken in order ta assure that standard errors from the Base Year and

First Follow-Up surveys can be interpreted in the same way.

For 60 estimated proportions based on senior cohort data, standard

error estimates were calculated using both procedures. Thirty of the propor-

tions are based on First Follow-up questionnaire data. The other 30 are based

on comparable Base Year items from Base Year-respondents who were retained in

the First Follow-up sample. Table 5.1 gives the two sets of standard errors

for the First Follow-Up statistics. Table 5.2 gives them for the Base Year

statistics.

In line with the earlier empirical work, no marked difference are found

between the Taylor Series and BRR standard error estimates. In both tables,

1 The BRR program is available through NCES. The public use data tapes
include the computing strata and pseudo-primary seledtion codes.

2Frankel, Inference from Survey Samples: An Empirical Investigation (Ann
Arbor: Institute for Social Research, University of Michigan, 1971).
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TABLE 5.1

BRR and Taylor Series SE estimates for Follow-Up statistics

Statistic _Estimate SE-BRR SE-Taylor

Prop. Planning professional career

Prop. Able to finish college

Prop. Planning to finish college

Prop. Satisfied with less than college

0.260

0.867

0.486

0.629

0.006

0.005

0.011

0.011

0.006

0.006

'0.010

0.011

Prop. Whose mother finished college 0.142 0.009 0.009t
Prop. Whose father finished college 0.227 0.010 0.010

Prop. Married 0.107 0.006 0.005

Prop. Expecting child by 25 0.489 0.010 0.009

Prop. Started first job 0.420 0.009 0.008

Prop. Expecting own place by 24 0.916 0.004 0.004

Prop. Completed full time education 0.136 0.006 0.005

Prop. With handicap 0.070 0.003 0.003

Prop. "Success not very important" 0.829 0.005 0.005

Prop. "Money not important" 0.147 0.004 0.005

Prop. "Community leadership important" 0.465 0.007 0.008

Prop. "Inequality important" 0.670 0.007 0.007

Prop. "Leisure not important" 0.013 0.001 0.001

Prop. "Good ludic more important 0.100 0.004 0.004

Prop. "Someone prevents success" 0.216 0.006 0.006

Prop. "Plans never workout" 0.143 0.005 0.005

Prop. With not much to be proud of 0.087 0.004 0.004

Prop. Who watch more than one hour of TV 0.778 0.007 0.007

Prop. Expecting no kids 0.098 0.004 0.004

Prop. With siblings in college 0.372 0.007 0.006

Prop. With 2 or more sibs in H.S. 0.099 0.003 0.004

Prop. Hard of hearing 0.012 0.001 9.001

Prop. "People goof off at work" 0.18 0.006 0.007

Prop. Who prefer work to school 0.513 0.008 0.008

Prop. "Job encourages good habits" 0.858 0.005 0.005

Prop. With positive attitude to self 0.949 0.003 0.004
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TABLE 5.2

BRR and Taylor Series SE estimates
Base Year statistics

for

Statistic Estimate SE-BRR SE-Taylor

Prop. Planning professional career

Prop. Able to finish college

Prop. Planning to finish college

Prop. Satisfied with less than college

0.269

0.803

0.457

0.713

0.005

0.005

0.009

0.009

0.006

0.006

0.009

0.009'

Prop. Whose mother finished college 0.148 0.008 9..007

Prop. Whose father finished college 0.245 0,011 0.011

Prop. Married 0.010 0.002 0.002

Prop. Expecting child by 25 0.523 0.010 0.009

Prop. Started first job 0.170 0.005 0.005

Prop. Expecting own-place by 24 0.913 0.004 0.004

Prop. Completed full time education 0.013 0.001 0.001

Prop. With handicap -0.054 0.003 0.003

Prop. "Success not very important" 0.880 0.004 0.005

Prop. "Money not important" 0.116 0.005 0.005

Prop. "Community leadership *important" 0.510 0.008 0.008

Prop. "Inequality important" 0.610 0.008 0.007

Prop. "Leisure not important" 0.021. 0.002 0.002

Prop. "Gebd luck more important 0.121 0.004 0.004

Prop. "Someone prevents success" 0.236 0.007 0.006

Prop. "Plans never work out" 0.188 0.006 0.006

Prop. With not much to be proud of 0.116 0.005 0.005

Prop. Who watch more than one hour of TV 0.848 0.006 0.006

Prop. Expecting no kids 0.098 0.005 0.005

'Prop. With siblings in college 0.314 0.007. 0.007

Prop. With 2 or more sibs in H.S. 0.141 0.005. 0.005

Prop. Hard of hearing 0:018 0.002 0.002

Prop. "People goof off at work" 0.169 0.005 0.005

Prop. Who prefer work to school 0.515 0.007 0.007
V.1"1!

Prop. "Job encourages good habits" 0.787 0.006 0.006

Prop. With positive attitide to self 0.908' 0.006 0.005
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the correl4tion between the two sets of estimates exceeds .97. The mean of

the 30 Taylor. Series standard error estimates in Table 5.1 is identical to the

mean of the BRR estimates. The difference between the means of the estimates

in Table 5.2 is miniscule (.00007), with the BRR program giving the slightly

higher estimates.

5.2 Design Effects

No matter which method is used-to estimate the standard errors for

First Follow-Up statistics,. the standard errors will be different from

standard errors calculated on the assumption that the-.data is from a simple

random sample. Like most national samples, the High S&lool and 43eyond sample

is not a simple random sample; it departs from the model of simple random

sampling in three major respects: the selections areclusteredby school,

majbr subgroups (such 'as private school students) are deliberately
c,

overrepresented-in the sampld, and the selections are stratified by school

type. -'(The sample design is summarized in chapter 2 of this report.)

h

Each .of theSe departures from simple random sampling has a predictable

impact on the s4andard errors of sample estimates. The variance of a statis-

tic from a complex sample can be represented as the product of four factors:

'Var (x) = Varsrs x Cluster,x Strat x DisprN (7)

, in which

yr Var (x) = the actual variance of a sample estimate'

Varsrs .= the estimate variance that would be obtained if
the sample were treated as a simple random ,sample

Cluster, Strat, Disprop.=-factors representing t e impact .bf Clustering,

1
stratification, and,di proportionate sampling.

-Var(x) can be estimated from sample, data dsing any of the

techniques considered earlier.

3 Irs'



The ratio between Var (x) and Var .is commonly referred to as thesr

design effect (DEFF). From equation (7), it is clear that this ratio is the

product of three factors:

DEFF a Cluster x Strat

It can also be, that each factor is itself a ratio:

Cluster
arcluster = DEFF

1

4

A'

Strat

Ihlrgrs

Var
DEFF

2

Varcluster

Var
disprop, cluster, stratDisprop = = DEFF3

in which Varcluster

v arcluster,strat

(8)

(9a)

(9b)

(9c)

refers to the variance from A clustered sample with the

3

same nuffiber of obserVations as the actual sample, Var refers tocluster,strat

the variAnce from a clustered and stratified sample with the same number of

observations as the actual sample, and Var refers too the___--zdi spr op,clus te r,strat

variance from a disproportionate, stratified, and clustered sample with the

same number of observations as the actual sample. Formulas are available 1 for

estimating the values of the three DEFF factors for means or proportions. In

general, DVVF1 andvDEFF3 are greater than 1.0, while DEFF2-is less than 1.0.

That is, clustering and disproportionate allocation increase -the ikverall

design effect,, while stratification reduces it.

In many cases, it more useful to work With standard errors thanA

with variances. The root sign eft-fact (DEFT)' expresses the relation between

the actual standard error, of an estimate and the standard error' of the

corresponding dstimate from a simple random sample:.

i?

1

KYsh, Survey Sampling' (New York: John Wiley, 1965).

11
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DEFT = (DEFF)
1/2

(10)

1/,
(Var (x ) /Varsrs

)
/-4

se(x) /sesrs

0(-
5.3 Standard Errors and Design Effects for the First Follow-Up

Standard errors and design effects were computed for three types of

statistics derived from the First Follow-Up data sets: a) simple estimates,

.

such as means alld peoptrtions, bayed on First Follow-Up tdata; b) simple Base

Year estimates, based on the Base Year data from"respondents selected into the

(--

First Follow-Up sample; and c) change estimates, based, on data from

respondents participated in both rounds, of data, collection. For the

senior cohort, the simple estimates consist of 30 proportions calculated using

appropriate weiOts; The change estimates are the weighted mean changes

on these same variables. .Similarly, for the sophomore cohort, the simple

estimates include 30 proportions and, in addition, seven test score. means.

The-change estimates are the weighted mean changes on these 37 variables.

Variables for to standard,,error computations were selected with three

main criteria in mind: the variables should be frequently 'used in analyses of

the data, comparable variables should be available in both the Base Year and

First Follow-Vp, and the proportions should cover a rare of values.

These gtatidtics were computed for each cohort taken as a whole and
A. .

for selected subgrolips. For the senior cohort, subgroups were formed based on

race (White and other, Black, SES (low, middle, high)", and post-
! , 4

secondary education"(no,postsecoriaary schooling, some postsecondary

schooling). In addition,.for the sensor Cohot taken as a whole (but not for

Cr

the subgroups); estimates oe.a. fohrth type were calculated - -30 simple

correlations involving, Base Year 'variables and 30 involving Yolloy-Up

variables.

8 5

1.

i
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For the sophomore cohort, the subgroup classifications were based on

race, SES,-school type (public and private), and school program (academic,

vocational, and general). The complete set of estimates, standard errors, and

design effects is presented in Appendix 3 (for the senior cohort) and Appendix

4 (for the sophomore cohort).1

Tables 5.3 and 5.4 show the mean deSign effects (DEFFs) and mean'root

design effects (DEFTs) for each cohort and subgroup. To facilitate

comparisons 6etween the two cohorts, two means are presented for the sophomore

cohort. The first includes only the thirty proportions; the second includes

-both the proportions and the test score means. These tables suggest that the

efficiency of the First Follow-Up sample depends in part on the type of

estimate being made. The mean design effect for estimates concerning all

members of the senior cohort is highest when the estimates are simple .

21

es'tlmates (2.64 for simple Follow-Up estimates and 2.73 for simple Base Year

estimates), lower when the estimates are change estimates (2.19), and lowest

when the estimates are correlations (1.93 for Follow-Up correlations and 1.99 r.

for Base Year correlations). Similarly, for the sophomore cohort, change 4,

estimates have Lowe' mean design effects than either type of simple

estimate. This result (which applies to subgroup estimates as well) is in ,

.. !,.

.,

line witkempiricar results suggesting thht more complex i.estimators generally

show lower design effects:2Y'

1 In the'Rase'-iear, statitics were also included for males and females.
The design.effectsfor the two groups `were very similar to each other and to
the design effeCts for Whites and others. For this reaspn, separate standard
errors and design effects were not calculated for either sex in the First
Follow-Up study:

,

2 Kish and Frankel, "Inferenge from Complex Samples," Journal, of the Royal
Statistical Society: series B (Methodological), 36 (1974Y%; '



TABLE 5.3

Mean design effects and root design effects
for senior cohort estimates

Group
Follow-UP -Base Year Change
estimates estimates estimates

Mean design effects

0

All students

White and other

Black

Hispanic

Low SES

Middle SES

High SES

No postsecondary ed.

Some postsecondary ed.

Correlations (all students)

2.64 2.73

1.92 1.98

2.75 1.66

3.47 2.78

2.42 2.50

1.73 1.90

1.87 1.77

2.10 2.10

2.69 21 45

1.93 1.99

2.19

1.67

1.53

2.32

2.25

1.84

1.80

1.92

2.24

Mean roo,t design effects

All students

White and other

Black

Hispanic

Low SES

Middle SES

High SES

.No ,postsecondary ed.

d

Some postsecondary ed.

Correlations (all students),.

1.57 1.62

1.35 1.39

1.64 1.27

1.84 1.66

1.54 1.57

1.31 1.37

'1.36 1.32

1.43 1.43

1:61 1.54'

1.38 \ 1.39

1.43

1.28

1.22

1:51

1.47

1.35

1.33

1.37

1.48

87 7



-80-

TAB1c,E 5.4

Medn designeffiects and 'robt design effects
for sophomore -coh9rt,estimates

Follow-Up estimates Base Year" estimatesGroup\
Prop. All Prop. All

1-

Change estimates
Prop. All,

Mean design effects

All students
\

3.14 3.59 2.42 2.90 1.80 1.91

White and other .92 3.12 2.13 2.44 < 1.62 1.72 -

SC1

Black 2. )3\ 2.85 1.64 1.86 1.56 1.61

Hispanic 2.63 2.72 .04 2.05 1.88 1.92"

Low SES 1.71 1.78 1.52 1.42 1.46

Middle SES 1.82 1.96 1.61 .---\. 1.64 1.48 1.57

High SES 2.34

Public schools 2.54

2.44 1.85

2.87 '215

2.19

2.42

1.52

1.66

,1.57

1.77

Private schools . 7.76 9.13 5.67 7.62 ' 2.65 2.82 -

Academic program 2.49 2.54 2.33 2.54 i.75 1.76

Vocational program 1.81 1.81 1.54 1.52 1.42 1.48

General program 2.00 2-.04 1.63 1.75 1.77

Mean root desigrij effects

All students 1.72 1.84 1.51 1.64 1.33 1.37

Wbite and other -1.67 "rY72 1.42 1.51 1.264 1.30

Black \ 1.61 1.66 1.26 1.33 1.23 1.25,

Hispanic 1.61 1.63 1.41 1.41 1.35 1.37

Low SES 1.29 1.32 \-- 1.21 1.22 1.18 1.20

Middle SES 1.33 1.38 1.25 1.26 -1.20 1.24

High SES 1.50 \1.53 1.35 1.45 1.22

Public school 1.56 1\65 1.42 1.50 1128 1.32

Private school 2.51 2.7 2.)6 2.49 1.57 1.62

AcAdemic program 1.53 1.54\ 1.48 1.54 1.29 1.31

Vocational pxogeram.1.34 1.33 122'4 1.22 1.18 1.21

General program 1.40 1.41`. 1.27 1.31 1.29 1.32



Senior cohort. On the whole, the simple Base Year and Follow-Up

estimates are about equally efficient for the senior cohort. The two types of

estimates show similar mean design effects for the cohort as a whole and for

each of the subgroups (except the Hispanics). Moreover, the mean design

effects re?orted in Table 5.3 are similar to hose observed during the Base

Year. For all senior cohort members, the mean design effect during the Base

Year was 2.69, a value quite similar to those in Table 5.3 (2.64 and 2.73).

Most of the mean design effects for the subgroups are also similar to those

calculated using data from the entire Base Year sample. (The, Base Year. design

.

eff cts are described in detail in Frankel eV al., Sample.Design Report, pp.
,A, , _ 4

P. . ' . . \A724 rough ,A-42.) -
.

"ta It is perhaps surprising that the senior cohort First Follow-up.sample \

design effects are so' similar to those found in the.Base Year. The First

A

Folldw-Up sample design called for the s-ystematic overrepresentation of-a

number of policy-relevant subgroups and, as equation (8) shows, such

'disproportionate allocation has an impact.on'the design effects. (Although

some of these groups were already overreprese ted in the Base Year sample, the

degree of overrepresentation is much greater in the First FolloF-Up sample.)

For means and proportions, the impact of disproportionate allocation (DEFF3)

is related to the variability of the weights, which are designed to compensate

for the disProportionality. DEFF3 can be estimated by

in which

Var
DEFF

3
= 1 +

w
2

w

Var
w

= the variance of the weights

w = the mean of the weights

89
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For both BYWT and FUWT, the value of DEFF3 exceeds 2.0. For the entire Base

Year sample, the value is only 1.32.

Something must be compensating for the increase in DEFF3. There is

little reason to think it is a .dbanqe in the value of DEFF2, which reflects

the effect of stratification. For simple estimates, DEFF2 depends on the

differences mong stratum means. The original strata were school types, and

it is reasonableto assume that the differences among students attending

different. types of schools have not changed much in the two yeArs since the

Base Year. (For estimates involving Base Year data, the value of DEFF2 should
A

be the same whether the estimate is based on the .entire sample or just the

subsample for the First Follow p.)
f

On the other hand; the cluster effect (DEFF1) is likely to have

changed considerably. Clustering reduces the efficiency of the sample, and

increases the, design. effect, because-observations within a cluster tend to be

similar. For means and proportions, DEFF1 is related to the number of

selections per cluster and to the degree of within-cluster homogeneity. It

can be estimated as

r
DEFF

1
= 1 + ( 1 - 1 ) rho

'in which ,

DEFF1 = the impact of clustering on the overall design effect
(compare equation [9a]) .4

F = the average' number of cases per cluster

rho . the lntraclass correlation coeffilient, a.measure of
within-cluster homogeneity

90
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Rho takes on different values for different variables. There is no indication

that it is, on the average, either lower or higher for First Follow-Up var-
..

iables. (Of course, for Base Year variables, rhq should be the same whether

I

the estimates are based on the entire sample or just the subsample retained

for follow -up.) By contrast, b has changed dramatically--the average number

of students per school has dropped from about 28 in the Base Year sample to

about 11 in the rirst Follow-Up sample. For this reason, the average value of ,

.DEFF1 should be considerably lower--enough to cancel out th0 effect Of the

increase in DEFF 3 .

Sophomore cohort. For the sophomore cohort, estimates using the

Follow-Up sample are relatively less efficient than estimates using the Base

Year sample. For all cohort members (see Table 5.4), the mean design effect

is higher for simple Follow-Up estimates than for simple Base Year. estimates

(3.14 vs. 2.42 for proportion4; 3.59 vs. 2.90 for all statistic'S). Most of

the subgroups show similar differences between means for Follow-Up and Base

Year simple estimates. The' relative inefficiency of the Follow -Up estimates

can be traced to the increased variability of the weights.

When the Follow-Up sample is used to make inferences about the Follow-
.

Up population, -the appropriate weight is FUWT (or FUTESTWT with test

scores). When Base Year data from members of the Follow-Up-sample is used to

6

make inferences about the Base Year po,ilation, the appropriate weight is BYWT

:'(or BYTESTi4T). As chapter 3 shows, FUWT is considerably more variable
.

(variance = 19,530).. than BYWT (variance = 10,066).., Base, Year non-participants

who were retained in Ihe Follow-Up sample appear to be the source of the

increased variability of FUWT. Base Year non-participants who had left school

were subsampled'for the,First,Follow-Up at a rate of .10 and the mean FUWT' for

'
this group is about 15 times larger than the meal; for the rest of the

9 1

r
. 0



sample. Because these cases were Base Year non-participants, they were not

included in Base Year estimates and hence do not affect the efficiency of Base

Year estimates.

The senior cohort design effects do not show a similar disparity in

the efficiency of Base Year and Follow-Up estimates. This presumably reflects

the fact that Base Year nonrespondents are not so systematically

underrepresented in the senior cohort of the First Follow -Up sample.

In the Base Year the mean design effect for sophomore cohort estimates

was 2.88. Using Base Year data from the subsample retained for the First

Follow-Up, a mean design effect of 2.90 is found. This should hardly come as

a surprise, since the subsample 'included nearly all of the Base Year par-

ticipants. As noted already, the subsampling of Base Year non-participants

increased the design effects for simple First Follow-Up estimates.

5.4 Design Effects and Approximate Standard Errors

The mean design effects given ,in Tables 5.3 and 5.4 can be used in ap-

proximating standard errors that are not included in the appendix tables. For

example, the standard error of a proportion can be estimated from the simple

random sample variance and the appropriate mean root design effect (DEFT):

SE = DEFT x (p (1 - p) / n) 1/2 (13)

Similarly, the standard error for a mean can be caNulated with the mean DEFT

and the weighted variance of the individual scores:

SE = DEFT 'lc (WTVAR n) / 2

in which
or"

. WTVAR Veighted variance of the individdscores

n = unweighted number of valid observations

DEFT = mean of the root design effects :for Simple estimates.

92

(14)



The formula for the approximate standard error of a mean also applies to mean

changes. The appropriate weight for change estimates is the panel weight

(PANELWT).

Sub p estimates. Tables 5.3 and 5.4 make it clear that the mean

design effects mean root design effects vary considerably by subgroup.

For this reason, it is important to cause the mean for the relevant subgroup in

calculating approximate standard errors for subgroup statistics.

Two rules of thumb are useful for calculating additional approximate

standard errors for subgroups. First, the sample will generally be more

efficient for making inferences about groups, that are formed by subdividing

groups listed in the tables. Estimates concerning Hispanic males, for

example, will generally libe more efficient than corresponding estimates

concerning all Hispanics or all males. It will generally be conservative to

use the mean root design effect for all Hispanics to estimate standard errors

for Hispanics of either sex. This first rule applies only when the variable

used in subdividing a group crosscuts schools. Sex is one such variable since

most schools include both males and females.

A second rule of thumb applies to comparisons between subgroups. If

the subgroups csscut schools, then the design effect for the difference

between the subgroup means will be somewhat,smallerthan the design effects

for the individual means!

Varb-a < Va'rb + Vara

in which

q.

Varb-a = the bariance of the difference between means

A

Vara =' the variance of the mean for subgroup a

Var
b

Thus, Varb

A

= the variance of the mean for subgroup b.

Vara can be used with conservative results.

93 1
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More complex estimators. Tables 5.3 and 5.4 also show thatAtiesign

effects vary considerably by type of statistic. A third rule of thumbl is

that more complex estimators show somewhat smaller design effects than simpler

ones. Thus, correlations tend to have smaller design effects than change

estimates and change estiAates tend to have smaller design effects than

means. Investigators calculating approximate standard errors for complex

statistics (such as multiple correlations or regression coefficients) can use

low
the mean root design effect for change estimates with generally conservative

results. The procedure for calculating the approximate standard error of a

complex estimate is analogous to the procedure for simpler statistics. First,

a standard error is calculated\ using the formula for simple random samples.

Then the simple, random sample standard error is multiplied by the appropriate

mean root design effect.

6

1 Kish and Frankel, "Inference from Complex Samples," Journal of the
Royal Statistical Society: Series B (Methodological), 36 (1974).
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6. SAMPLE DESIGN FOR THE HIGH SCHOOL TRANSCRIPTS STUDY

6.1 Introduction

The sample for the High School Transcripts study consists of 18,427

selections from among the 1980 sophomores who were eligible for the First

Follow-Up survey. The major feature8 of the sample design include:

continued oversampling from population segments of special concern to
education policy makers (described below);-

the inclusion of non - sampled co-twins of HS&B sampled twins;

. the inclusion of a small sample of nonparticipants in the Base Year
survey to aid 'the assessment of the extent of nonresponse bias in Base
Year results.-

These design features were implemented by stratifying the sample of .1980

. sophomores who were retained for the First Follow-Up according to self-

reported etudent characteristics and school level data. Initially derived

strata were then combined into two majors partitions: -one containing policy-

relevant subgroups which wete to be selected with certainty for the

Transcripts study, and the other containing all remaining 1980 sophomores (see ,

Table 6.1). In all, 12,309 cases were retained in the sample with certainty-i-

1,2,034 cases in.the probability sample plus 275 non-sampled co-twins. In

addition, a systematic sample of 6,118 cases were subsampled'from among 17,703

remaining First Follow-Up selections, with a uniform probability of

approximately .35.

Sampling strata showp in Table 6.1 were defined as indicated in the

legend. Sample members were then assigned to strata in the sequence specified

in the table. That is, first, all twins were identified and assigned to the

Twins stratum. Then, from all remaining cases, members of the specially

selected subsample of Base Year.sUrvey nonparticipants were identified and

95
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TABLE 6.1

Sample allocation for the High School Transcripts Survey
of High School and Beyond

O

Stratum

N of Total N
Marginal in

.Selections Stratum

A. Retained in Transcripts sample with
Follow-Up)

Twins (in sample)

Base year nonrespondents
(for nonresponse bias assessment)

certainty (given retention in the First

S

357- 357

485 488

Students from private schools 3,576 3,636

Dropouts, early graduates, and
transfers to private schools 2,947 3,424

Cubans and Puerto Ricans 544 990

High achievement Hispanics 570 1,19'5

Asians and Pacific Islanders 356 544

High achievement Blacks 453 803

High achievement/low SES Whites 308 474

American Indians and Alaskan Natives '424 731

Students with Parents survey data 2,014 `3,047

B. Subsampled for Transcripts survey (p = .35)

Other Hispanics 800
A

Other Blacks 930

All other students- 4,388

Totals in probability sample 18,152

Non-sample co-twins 275

Total Selections 18,427

L
NOTES: SaMpling strata are defined as follows (only caser retained in the

First Follow-Up were eligible for-selection for theTranscripts survey):

1. TwinsAll cases identified as twins or triplets in the; Year survey
whose co-twin also attended the same school and was iip4uded in the study.

1
1

1

1

1

96
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2. Base Year nonrespondents--The sample design for the First Follow-Up of
HS&B included a procedtire for designating a 10 peient subsample of the
approximately 5,000 Base Year nOnrespondents in the 1980 sophomore
cohort. These cases were to be retained in the follow -up samples regard-

3.

less of their 1982 enrollment status or any other eligibility criteria.

Students from private schools--Students who attended aM, type-of noh-
public school at the time of the Base Year survey.

4. Dropouts, early grad tes and transfers to priyate schools--Students who
had graduated ahead of schedule or had 1pfthightschool before
graduating, or who had transferred' from public tccprivate schools.

5. 'Cubans and Puerto RIcans--Students who identified themselves as being of
Cubarlor Puer'to Rican origin or descent in either the Base Year or First
F'ollow -Up,survey. 4

4 pt.

6. High a evement Hisp5nics--Students who ideqified themselves as being
of Hisp4iclurigin or descent in either the Base Year or First Follow-Up
survey, and who had composite HS&B test, scores above the'median.for the
whole population (estimated by the weightedmeaian for the ,sample) .
°First Follow-Up 115 &B Composite Test Quartiles were used ,if available; if
they were missing, Base Year Composite Test Quartiles were substituted.'

Asians and Pacific Islanders--Students Vito identified themselves as
Asians or Pacific Islanders in either die Base Y ar or First Follow-Up

-survey.' .

High achievement BlacksStudents who identified themselves as flack in

either the Base. Year:or First Fbllow-Up survey and who had composite HS&B
fest scores above the median for the whole population (estimated by the

weightedmedian for the sample) . First Fdllow-Up HS&B Composite Test
Quartiles.were used if available; if missing, Base Year Composite Test
Quartiles were substituted.

4

9. High achievement/low SES' Whites--Students who identified themselv6s as
White in the Vase Yeaf-or First Follpw-Up Aurvey, who were in the highest
quartile of the'cbmposite HS&B test score distribution, and who were in
the lowest quartile of the composite SES scale. First Fo,llow-Up HS&B
Composite Test. Quartiles were used if available; if they were missing,

Ba'se Year Composite Test Quartiles were substituted.

16. American Indians and Alaskan Natives--Students who idefitified themselves

as American Indians or Alaskan Natives in eithkr'the Base Year ,or First

Follow-Up survey.

11. Students Aidth Parent survey data--Students Whose parents participated in
the Base Year Parents survey.

414

12. 011er Hispanics--Students Who identified themselves as Hispanic in either
1 the Base Year or First Follow-Up survey and who are not members of any

strata numbered 1 through if .
- ,

13. Other BlacksStudents who identified themselves as non-Hispanic Blacks

in e tfier the bdse Year or First Follow-Up survey aid who are not members

of any strata numbered 1 through 12. .97
14. All Others- -All rem4ning students whd are not members of any strata

numbered 1'through 13.
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assigned to the second stratum. Third, students from private schools were

identified from among those not previously assigned to the Twins or Base Year

Nonparticipant strata, and were 'assigned to the Private School stratum. Eight

additional strata were created by repeating the process of assigning to each

subsequent stratum all cases that had not been previously assigned to any

earlier stratum. The first column of ,Table 6.1 presents the marginal stratum

sizes resulting from the hierarchical nature of the assignments. A total of

12,309 cases (including 275 non-sampled co-twins of sampled students) were

assigned yo the eleven policy-relevant strata, and were retained in ,the

Transcrip6 study with certainty. Because the stratum definitions for the

study are not inherently mutually exclusive, the second column of Table 6.1

shows the total number of cases who fit each stratum deplition, ignoring the

6

hierarchical assignment. (Note: column 2 ignores the stratum mbership of

non-sampled co- twins.)

The remaining sampling stratum contains all residual cases not assigned

to policy-relevant strata. After these students had been sorted by school

type and sex, a systematic sample of 6,118 was selected frpm the pool of

17,703,- remaining cases. The number of subsampled selections was conditioned

by the requirement for a final data file containing approximately 16,000

transcripts and an estimated completion rate of approximately 85 td

percent. The lower portion of Table 6.1 also displays the numbers of

selections belonging to each of three major racial or ethnic categories.

'High school transcripts could not be obtained for every case in the

sample. Therefore, weighting procedures were devised that would take account

of both differential sele 5/ tion probabilities for sample members and dif-

ferentialfesponse rates for different types of schools 4nd students.' For

each sampled student, an initial weight was.computed as the product of the



-91-

First Fo4w-Up weight (prior to nonresponse adjustment) and the reciprocal of

the student's retention-probability in the Transcripts study. For the

certainty selections, the initial Transcripts we .ights are obviously equal to

their initial First Follow-Up weights. (See section 3.2 for a complete

description 'of First Follow-Up weighting procedures.) For the subsampled

cases, the initial Transcripts weights are ,,equal to their First Follow-Up.

weights multiplied by the reciprocalsof their selection probabilities.
rr

The strategy for adjusting case weights for nonresponse to the

Transcripts study was conditioned by a series of analyses of response rates by

variety of school and student characteristics. Since transcript requests

were sent to school officials for processing, school variables predictably had

the greatest impact or data collection results. One factor in particular--the

school's Base Year primary sample _type (statum)--showed the greatest vari-
i-

Ir

ability in response rates to the Transcripts survey. Moreover, within most1 of

the nine school types, significant differences were observed in ,the ability of

schools to return transcripts for students who had transferred or who had left

school without graduating (dropouts). As a result, nonresponse adju-stment

cells were created using nine levels Of school-sample type and three levels ofs

student status as shown in Table 6.2. Note that one cell associated with

dropouts from high performance non-Catholic private schools was empty. The

weighted response rates presented in Table 6.2 (using initial Transcript study
1

weights described above) vary from a high of 96 percent for non-transfer non-

dropouts in regular catholic schools to a low-of 42 percent foi dropduts from

Catholic schools with :'greater than 30 percegt of enrollments made up of Cuban

students. _On average, the nonresponse adjustmentfactor used in computing the

final weight for the Transcripts study was approximately 1.13. In only,one of

the cells is the nonresponse adjustment greater than 2.0 (dropouts from Cuban
A

9

4:1
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Catholic schools). however, this -factor is applied to only 6 cases in the

dataset, and thus has negligible effect on the variance of the final case

Weights. Ip a total of 12 cells, the adjustment factor Is greater than

1.30. These relatively large multipliers tare applied to a total of 822

completed cases, or only 4.5 percent of the T'ranscripts sample. The impact on

the_ design efficiency of the Tranatripts sample is therefore minilmal.

TABLE 6.2

Nonresponse adjustment cells. for the HS&B Transcripts Survey
(unweighted N of respondents / weighted response rate)

School

Sample type

Student status

Transfer Dropout Other

Unw. Wtd. Unw.
N %

Regular public 349 78% 1/490

Alternative public 29 71% 1 128
_

Cuban public ,S 6 55% 33

Other Hispanic public ,
57 74% 258,

Regular Catholic 50 '90% 17

Black Catholic 99 74% 21

Cuban Catholic 14 56% ' 6
Elite other private 1 4 94% -

Other private 61
846

16

Wtd. Unw. Wtd.
%

77% 8,534 92%

71% 369 93%
4

69% 126 68%

65% 1,316 87%

92% 1,323 96%

63% 671 85%

42% 205 05%

315 95%

61% , 434 92%

a

,A6.2. Efficiency of the Trariscript Design

Although standard errors were not calculated for specific statistics

derived from Transcripts date', it is still ipossible to estimate the overalq_

4

efficiency of the Transcripts design. Chapter 5 showed that the overall

I

4
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.1

design effect can be seen as the product of three components, representing the

effects of clustering, stratification, and disproportionate allocatio4 (see

equations ['B] [9c]). The overall design effect can, therefore be estimated

using estimates of each component.

Such an estimate is developed here gin three steps. First, the effect of

disproportionate allocation (DEFF3) is estimated. Second, from Base Year and

First Follow-Up data a range of reasonable values is established for the

effects of clustering and stratifiction (DEFF1 and DEFF2) Finally, this

range is used to estimate the overall design effect for the Transcripts

sample.

6.2.1 Dispropottionate Allocation 1

A sample design that calls for disproportionate allocation of cases

across strata requires the use of unequal selection probabilities; case

weights are used to compensate for th'e resulting differences among the

selection probabilities and the _variability of the .weights measures the degree

of departure from proportionate allocation. The effect of disproportionate

allocation on the efficiency of sample means and proportions is closely

related to the variability of the weights:

2
DEFF

3
. 1 + Var(w) / w

C
(1)

Table 6.3 gives the variance of the weights (Var[w]) and the mean of the %

weights (w) for the Transcript Sample and for the sophomore cohort of the

First Follow-Up sample. It should be noted that the relationship-in equation

(1) is exact only when the within-stratum variances are all equal; in other

cases, equation (1) provides'a useful approximation ,of the effect of dispro-

portionate allocation. For the Transcript sample, the e tim

At 2.12.

101

ate of DEFF3 is



The sums of the weights are estimates of the size of the target popu-

lations (i.e., 1980 sophomores). The sums are virtually identical for the

Transcrtpts and Firest Follow-Up samples and both are virtually identical to

the Base year sum.

TABLE 6.3

'Summary statistics for the final case weights
for Transcripts and First Follow7Up Surveys

TransCriptsa First Follow-Upb

Mean 237.2

Variance 62,894\

Relative Variance 1.12
a

Sum 3,780,934

Number Complete 15,941

134.4

19,536

1.08

3,779,756
qt.

'aExcludes non-sample co-twins.

bFollow-Up Weight (FUWT) of 1980 sophomores.

6.2.2 Base Year and First Follow-Up Design Effects

2.8 4-1 19

For both the Base Year and First Follow-Up samples, standard errors arilin

design effects were calculated for enumber of statistics based on data from

the sophomore cohort. Design effects vary across statistics. Mgst of this

variation reflects variations in the cluster effect (DEFF
1

) and the effect of

stratification (DEFF
2

) DEFF3, the effect of disproportionate a ocation,

will be relatively constant, since it depends only on the relat ve variance of

the weights; for statistics concerning a particular domain, the relative

variance of the weights will exhibit only minor fluctuations attributable to

item nonresponse.

DEFF
1
depends on two factors--the number of cases per cluster (i.e.,

school) and their homogeneity:

DEFF
1

= 1 ( b - 1 )rho.

102
(2)
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For statistics concerning -a particular domain, the average number of case der

school (5) will be nearly constant, showing only minor fluctuations due to

item nonresponse. Homfgeneity within schools (measured by rho, the intra-

class correlation coefficient), however, will vary sharply depending one the

variable involved--students'from the same school will be very similar on some

variables butwill show little similarity on others. DEFF2 depends on only

one factor--the degree that the strata differ from each other. More formally,
I

the effect of stratification on the efficiency of means and proportions can be

estimated by the ratio of the pooled, within-stratum variances to the total

variance. Since the within-stratum variance is a portion of the total

variance, DEFF2 is always less than one. Its exact value will vary depending

on the degree of homogeneity within strata for the particular variable.

Because the values of rho and DEFF2 vary across different variables, it

is useful to estimate an "average" value for each of them. These average

values can be estimated from mean overall design effects,-such as those

presented in chapter 5 (see Tables 5.3 and 5.4). Table 6.4 presents mean

design effects based on more than thirty statistics derived from sophomore

data from the Base Year and First Follow-Up samples; in each case, the
k

statistics are means and proportions characterizing the sophomore cohort taken

as a whole. The table also includes estimates of DEFF
3

(based on equation

(1]) and estimates of the average joint effect of clustering and

stratification (DEFF1 x DEFF2). Using different assumptions regarding the

value of DEFF
2,

estimates of rho can be derived:

4

rho = (DEFF1 - 1) / ( b - 1 ) (3)

where DEFF
1
is estimated by :

DEFF1 = Overall Design Effect / (DEFF2 x DEFF1).
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The estimated values for rho and DEFF1 are also presented in the table.

Since' the average value of DEFF2 is unlikely to be less than .9, the estimated

values of rho in Table 6.4 represent a range of reasonable values for the
'1

averade rho. The estimates are considerably smaller for the First Follow-Up

TABLE 6.4

Estimates of mean design effect and design
effect components: Base Year and

' First Fdllow-Up,SampIes

Base Year First Follow-Up

Mean Overall DEFT

DE'F3

DEFF
1
x DEFF

2

2.88

1.28

28.9

2.25

3.59
x."

\, 2.08
I

27.0

1.72

Assumed Values of DEFF2 Corresponding values for rho and DEFF1

1.0

.95

.90

rho .043 .027

DEFF1 2.25 1.72

rho .047 .030

DEFF1 2,37 1.81 ,

rho w .052 .034.

DEFF1 2.50 1.91-

NOA: T-3, is the number pf completed cases (30,030 for the Base Year and
28,119 for the First Follow-Up) over the number of sample schools with
1980 sophomores (1,004). The First Follow-Up weight (A/0,7T) is used for

the First Follow-Up statistics.

7
than for the Base Year sample and this may reflect a real decrease in the

homogeneity _of students within a schoo1. For the purpose of computing First

Follow-Up sampling errors, school leavers were claissiLied with students at the

school fTm which they were originally-selected. On a wide range of

variables, school leavers will differ sharply from students' attending the same

Base Year School and these differences will reduce within-school homogeneity.
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6.2.3' Transcripts Sample.

The analysis of the mean over#11_,Oesign effects for the Base Year and

First Follow-Up statistics suggests a range of reasonable values.for rho and

for DEFF
2- Using the estimate of DEFF3 deNieloped earlier, Table 6.5

provides estimates,of the mean coVerall design effect for the Transcript

sample. Each estimate makes assumptions about the average values of rho and

DEFF2; within the limits of likely values for these components, the estimate

for the overall design effect ranges from 2.7 to 3.8. Although'the Transcript

sample design uses an allocation scheme that,is even more disproportionate

than those used in the Base Year and First Follow-Up,design, the estimates of

the overall design effects in Table 6.5 are not much larger than the mean

design effects for the Base Year and First Follow-Up samples. Apparently, the

TABLE 6.5

Estimated mean design effects for transcripts
sample under several assumptions

rho DEFF
1

DEFF
2

DEFF
3

DEFF

.027 1.40 .90 2.12 2.67

.027 1.40 1.00 2.12 2.97

.034 1.51 .90 2.12 2087
..,

.034 1.51 1.00 2.12 3.19

.043 1.64 .90 2.12 3.13

.043 1.64 1.00 2.12 3.48

.052 1.77 .90 2.12 3.38

.052 1.77 1.00 2.12 3.76

Noe: The value 'of IT for the Transcripts sample is about 15.9 (15,941
cases selected from 1,004 Base Year schools with' 1980' sophomores).

reduced cluster size ( b is 15.9 for the Transcripts sample vs. 29.9 for the

Base Year and 28.0 for the the First Follow-Up sample) offsets much of the

effect of the increased disproportionality.

10
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Chapter 5 explains the use of generalized design effects. Standard

compdter-packages, such as SAS-and SPSS, assume that the data are from a

simple random sample; sampling variances for means and proportions calculated

under the assumption of simple random sampling underestimate the actual

sampling variance by a factor ,equal to the -design effect. The analySis

summarized in Table 6.5 suggests that the errpr will be, considerable. For

this reason, the analyst who lacks the software to compute more.exact:sampling

variances may wish td) correct the output Of standard computer programs using

an estimat4-of the average desAgn.effect. (Chapter/5 describes the correttign

prOcedure in detail.) The most conservative approach is to assume a design(

effect of 3.76, the largest value obtained under "reasonable" assumptions.
A

Although the values in Table 6.5 are estimates for means and proportions based

.

on the entire sample, Chapter 5 gives several rules tt thumb suggesting how

they can be used for other classes of statistics and for statistics

characteLzing subgroups of the sample.

nn
4

df
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APPENDIX 1

SUMS OF PRELIMINARY WEIGHTS AND NONRESPONSE ADJUSTMENTS

Sophomore Cohort

Senior- Cohort
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APPENDIX 1A: Sums of Preliminary Weights and Nonresponse Adjustments

Sophomore Cohort

Per
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SUMS OF PROBABILITY-WEInTS AND NONRESPONSE ADJUSTMENTS

SOPHOMORE COHORT

Weight: FUWT

Cell
- Weighting Cell Name Code

Selections
Sum of

N Weights

Participants Nonresponse
Sum of Adjustment .

N Weights Factor

.Non-Dropout Students

gegular Public & AlternatLve Schools

Male Hispanic
No Test Score f 11110 242
Lowest Quartile 11111 346
Second Quartile 11112 258
Third Quartile 11113 130
Fourth Quartile - 11114 90

Male Black
_No Test Score 11120 301
'Lowest Quartile 11121 509 .

Second Quartile 11122 190

Third Quartile 11123 136
Fourth Quartile 11124 60

Male White/Other
No Test Score 11130 1249
Lowest Quartile 11131 1073
Second Quartile 11132 1580
Third Quartile 11133 1856
Fourth Quartile 11134 2251

Female Hispanic
No Test Score 11210 147
Lowest Quartile 11211 305
Second Quartile 11212 202
Third` Quartile 11213 105
Fourth Quartile 11214 50'

Female Black
No Test Score 11220 280.
Lowest Quartile 11221 645
Second Quartile 11222 390
Third Quartile 11223 163
Fourth Quartile 11224 _74

Female White/Othet
No Test Score 11230 1020
Lowest Quartile 11231 1085
Second QuartiJ .11232 1665
Third Quartile '11233 2026
Fourth Quartile 11234 2214

Hispanic Public Schools

Male Hispanic
No Test Score
Lowest Quartile

13110
13111

191
267

36004
,45459
34173
18632
11331

37426
66840
36961
16927
8077

187092
144067
220413
249372
295067

21679
40543
25693
13781'
6634

39992 .

80524
47352
20806
9168

158,467
148159
228216
284212
297166

237
336
246
126
89

35250
44295
32097
18195
11156

'',' 290 35727
.480. 62727
\2J76 . 34913
120 '16396
57 7778

1061 -? 153790
995 133178

1506 208756
1792 241264
2159 2.82577

140 2097
293( 38865
198 25290
-102 13581
48 6386

7385
898} 1 0

271
617
374
159

39059
76901
45111
20393
8974

897 139185
1038 141129
1601 219765
1974 275484
2170 291376

189 7320
252 848-9

1.021
1.026
1.065
1.024
1.016

1.048

1.059
1.032
1.038

1.217
1.082
1.056
1.034
1.044

1.037
1.043'
.1.016
1.015 r
1.039

1.024
1.047
1.050

, 1.020
1.024

)..139
1.050
1.038
1.032
1.020

5 -
1:009
1.058



Second Quartile
Third Quartile
Fourth Quartile

Male Black
No Test Score
Lowest Quartile
Second Quartile
Third Quartile
Fourth Quartile

Male White/Other
No Test Score
Lowest Quartile
Second Quartile
Third Quartile
Fourth Quartile

Female Hispanic
No Test Score
Lowest Quartile
Second Quartile
Third Quartile
fourth Quartile

Female Black
No Test Score
Lowest Quartile
Second Quartile
Third Quartile
Fourth Quartile.

Female White/Other
No Test Score
Lowest Quartile
Second Quartile
Third Ouartile
Fourth Quartile

Catholic Schools

MaleOpispanic
No Test Score
Lowest Quartile
Second Quartile
Third Quartile
Fourth Quartile

Male Black
No Test Score
Lowest Quartile
Second QUartile
Third Quartile
Fourth Quartile

Male White/Other
No Test Score
Lowest Quartile
Second Quartile
Third Quartile
Fourth Quartile

A1A-2

13112 161 5189 148 4705. 1.103 1.

13113 130 4276 124 . 4026 1.062
13114 57 17641 56 'IP J714 1.029

13120 37- 1165 34 1073 1.086
13121 44 1451 44 1451 1.000.
13122 22 729 20 673 1.084
13123 10 300 10 300 1.000
13124 4 110 4 110- 1%000

13130 94 3184' 53 2031 1.617
13131 78 2613 70 23:25 1.124

# 13132 102 3354 93 3083 1.088
13133 86 2874, 82 2722 1.056
13134 93 3008 '92 2979 1.010

13210 149 64.'011 1'45 896 1.019
4 13211 348 14642 , 342 - 11472 1.015

13212 222 7447 213' 7101 1.049
13213 r03.04- 3347 100 . 1.056
13214 46 1409 46,,

)3171
1409 1.000

13220 30 1.428 X19 1404 1.017
13221 75 2598 67 2320 1.119
13222 43 '1,505 43 1505 1.000
13223 11 411 10 369 1.113
13224' 4, 123 4 123 1.000

13230 75 3686. 55 2165 1.702
13231 77 2443 71 2262 1.081D

13232 89 2666 86 2588 1.030
13233 106 3295 <98 . 2998 1.099
13234 94 29'46 93 2915 1.011

17110 13 228 13 228 1.000
17111 30 1025 29 1017 1.008
17112 53 1749 51 1720 1.017
,1711.3 59 2873 58 2863 1.003
17114 45- 1423 45 1423 1.000

17120 10 478 9 473` 1.011
17121 45 1335 43 1300 1.027
17122 051 ' 1181 48 1124 1.050
17123 54 A643 54 1643 1.000
17124 27.. 913 26 759 1.203

17130
17131

69
36

,-----f
9816
3672'

65
36

9002
3672

1.090
1.000

17132 134 13953 133 13828. 1.009
171,33 231 -"N7005 226 26583 1.016
17134 31 33289 309' 33010 1.008
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Female Hispanic
.V0 Test Score 17210 20 437 20 437 1.000
Lowest Quartile 17211 71 1782 65 17.09 1.043
Second Quartile 17212 84 79 2740 1.028
Third Quartile 17213 85 3295 82 3152 1.0461
Fourth Quartile 17214 66 2506 63 2491 1.006

Female Black
No Test Score 17220 37 845 35 826 1.024
Lowest Quartile 17221 76 1713 69 1636 1.046
Second Quartile 17222 54 1768 53 1748 1.011
Third Quartile 17223 36 1569 35' 1557 1.008
Fourth Quartile 17224

f'emale White/Other

26 1736 26 1736 1.000

No Test Score 17230 60 4539 52 4072 1.115
Lowest Quartile 17231 65 5927 61 5857 1.012
Second Quartile 17232 182 20163 175 19200 1.050
Third Quartile 17233 279 32845 272 32003 1.026
FoUrth Quartile 17234 334 40067 329 39592 1.012

Non-Catholic Private Schools'

Male Hispanic 19110 29 3264 29 3264 1.000

Male Black 19120 22 1651 21 1648 1.002

Male Vhite/Other
No Test Score 19130 106 13511 4" 12309 1.098
Lowest Quartile 19131 3,3 3448 11 3.351 1.029
Second Quartile 19132 29 6468 28 5943 1.088
Third Quartile 19133 57 8854 55 8499 1.042
Fourth Quartile 19134 291 19052 283 18519 1.029

Female Hispanic 19210 21 3543 21 3540 1.000

Female Black 19220 6 680 6 680 1.000
N ,

Female White/Other
No Test Score 19230 69 13172 61 10900 1.208
Lowest Quartile 19231 23, 4617 22 4459 1.035
Second Quartile 19232 34 7039 33 6881 1.023
Third Quartile 19233 67 11946 67 11946 1.000
Fourth Quartile 19234 135 16752 131 15664 1.070

Dropout Students

Male Hispanic
No Test Score 2 110 90 22216 85 21995 1.010
Below Median 2 111 179 18102 168 16528 1.095
Above Median 2 113 15 990 13 913 1.084

Male Black
No Test Score 2 120 76 23826 68 22986 1.037
Below.Median 2 121 147 18994 129 16537 1.149
Above Median 2 123 11 1328 9 1098 1.210

1

Male White/Other
NO Test Score 2 130 165 77928 126 52002 1.499
Below Median 2 131 503 80362 441 70814 1.135
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Above Media 2 133 177 32666 149 28401 1.150

Female Hispanic
No Test Score 2 210 65 16852 57 15766 1.069
BelOw Median 2 211 195 1494 183 13830 1.081
Above Median 2 213 22 2025 20 1963 1.032

, Female Black
No Test Score 2 220 49 17013 45 16462 1.034
Below Median 2 221 t42 17285 128 15113 1.144
Above Median 2 223. 8 1000 8 1000 1.000

Female' White /Other
No Test Score , 2 230 Q-2 4 66375 102 52722 1,259
Below Median 2 231 473 75761 423 68243 1.110
Above Median 2 233 160 27798 135 23516 1.182

TOTAL, 29737 3779815 28119 35361'57

ti
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SUMS OF PROBABILITY WEIGHTS AND NONRESPONSE ADJUSTMENTS
11'

Weight: BYWT

Weighting Cell Name
Cell
Code

SOPHOMORE COHORT

Selections
Sum of

N Weights

Participants Nonresponse
Sum of Adjustment

N Weights. Factor

Non-Dropout Students

Regular Public & Alternative Schools

Male Hispanic 1,111 1066-
Black 1112
White/Other ,1113

Female Hispanic 1121
Black 1122
White/Other 1123

Hispanic Public Schools

Male Hispanic * 1311
,,Black 1312
White /tithe 1313

Female Hispanic 1321
Black. 1322
White/Other 1323

Catholic Schools

Male Hispanic 1711
Black 1712
White/ither 1713

Female Hispanic 1721
Black 1722
White/Other 1723

Non-Catholic Privates Schools

Male Hispanic 1911
Black 1912
White/Other 1913

Female Hispanic 1921
Blak 1922
White/Other 1923

1296
8009
8,09

1'552
8010

806
117
453
869
163
'441'

200
187
781
326
229
920

29
22

496
21
6

328

145601
166233

1096013
108331
197865

1116221

944
1148
7206
735

1424
7365

27598 723` 23846 1.1517

3757 102 3324 1.13.0

15135 378 12429 1.218
29857 799 26613 1.122
6067 149 5089 1.192

15038 389 120Q6' 1.244

7300
5552

87736
10840
7633

103543

3264
1651

51335
3543
680

53528

196
183
751
312
214
881

26
21

441
19
6

286

123731 1.177
147445 r1.127
969938 1.130
95794 1.131

175876 1.125
1010339 1.105

7255 -1.006
5278 1.052

84523 1.038
1589 1.024
092 1.076

100096 1.034

2083 1.132
1485 _1.112

45169 1.137
3284 1.079
680 Loa)

46427 1.153

Dropout Students

Male Hispanic 2 11
Black 2 12
White/Other 2 13

Female Hispanic 2 21
Black 2 22
White/Other 2 23

TOTAL

284 41309
234 44150

. 84,5 190957
282 3382-8
199 35300
757 169935

257
217
788
265.
184
710

29737 3779815 27119 3265355

23866 1.731
26176 1.687

131178 1.456
22456 1.506
22412 1.575

117981 1.440

114
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A1A-6

SUMS OF PROBABILITY WEIGHTS AND NONRESPONSE ADJUSTMENTS

Weight: .PANELWT

Cell
Weighting Cell Name Code

SOPHOMORE COHORT

Selections
Sum of
Weights

Participants Nonresponse
Sum of Adjustment

'N Weights Factor

Non-Dropout Students

Regular Public & Alternative Schools

Male Hispanic 1111 1066
Black 1112 12961296
White/Other 1113 8009

Female Hispanic 1121- 809
Black 1122 1552
White/Other 1123 8010

Hispanic Public Schools

Male Hispanic 1311 806
Black 1312 117
White/Other 1313 453

Female Hispanic 1321 869
Black 1322 163
White/Other 1323 441

Catholic Schools

Mal, Hispanic 1711 200
Slack 1712 187
White/Other 1713 781

Female Hispanic 1721 3261
Black 1722, 229
White/Other 1723 920

Non-Catholic Private Schools

Male Hispanic
Black
White/Other

Female Hiipanic
Black
White/Other

1911
1912
1913
1921
1922
1923

29
22

496
.21

6
328

Dropout Students

Male Hispanic 2 11 284
Black 2 12 234
White/Other 2 43' 845

Female Hispanic 2 21 282
Black 2 22 199
White/Other 2 23 757

TOTAL 29737

145601
166233

1096013
108331
197865

1116221

27598
3757

15135
29857
6067

15038

7300
5552

87736-
10840
7633

103543

3264
1651

51335
3543
680

'53528

41309
44150

190957
33828
35300

169935

3779815

115

,912
1085
6859
707

1365
7139

,

119125
138755
921067

. 92494
168450
977102

1.222
1.198
1.19G
1.171
1.175
1.142

68 22504 1.226
97 3175 1.183

353 11591 1.306 I
776 25807 1.157
1,39 4745 1.279
368 11403 1.319

192 7209 1.013
176 5026 1.105
742' 83179 1.055

-295 10280 1.054
203 6964 1.096
858 97746 1.059

26 2883 1.132
20 1482 1.114

424 43121 1.190
19 3284 1.079
6 680 1.000

280 45023 1.189

239 21994 1.878
189 22648 1.949
684 114142 1.673
243 2'0187 1.676
166 19688 1.793
627 105452 1.611

25875 3107222.



AlA -7

SUMS OF PROBABILITY WEIGHTS AND NONRESPONSE ADJUSTMENTS

Weight: FUTESTWT

SOPHOMORE COHORT

* Selections Participants Nonresponse
Cell Sum' of

Weighting Cell Name Code N Weights N Weights Factor
Sum of Adjustment

Non-Dropout Students

Regular Public & Alternative Schools

Male Hispanic .

No Test Score
Lowest Quartile
Second Quartile
Third Quartile
FOurth Quartile

Male Black
No Test Score
Lowest Quartile
Second Quartile
Third Quartile
Fourth Quartile

Male White/Other
No Test Score
Lowest Quartile
Second Quartile
Third Quartile
Fourth Quartile

Female Hispanic
No Test Score
Lowest Quartile
Second Quartile
Third\Quartile
Fourth Quartile

Female Black
No Test Score
Lowest Quartile
Second Quartile
Third Quartile
Fourth Quartile

ih" Female White/Other
No Test Score 11230
Lowest Quartile 11231
Second Quartile 11232 .

Third Quartile 11233
Fourth Quartile 11234

11120
11121
11122
11123
11124

11130
11131
11132
11133
11134

11210
11211
11212
11213
11214

11220
11221
11222
11223
11224

Hispanic Public Schools

242
346
258
130"
90

36004
45459
3417
18632
11331

219
31.6

226
120
86

301 260
509 66840 456
290 36961 273
136 16927 123
60 8077 56

1249 187092 910
1073 144067 914
1580 -220413 1402
1856 249372 1680
2251 295067, 2033

147 21679 128
305 40543 276
202 25693 185
105 '13781 99
50 6634 46

280 39992 242
645 80524 590
390 47352 360
163 20806 147
74 9188 71

1020 158467 804
1085 148159 968
1665 228216 1492
2026 284212. 1861
2214 297166 2050

Mal Hispanic
No Test Score 13110 191 7385
Lowest Quartile 13111 267 8981

116

9

945
9332
7138

10737

32113
59631
34621
15354
7670

133168
122351
194131
225835
26.6648

18269
36513
23698
13148
6124

34100
73478
43581
18974
8885

1.087
1.083
1.165
1.687
1.014

1.15
1.120
1.067
1.102
1.053

1.404
1.177
1.135
1.104
1.106

1.18E
1.110
1.084
1.048
1.084

1.a72
1.095
1.086
1.096
1.034

124173 1.276
131851 1.123
205436 1.110
258530 1.099
274806 1.081

174 6266 1.178
231 7722 1.163



Y

Second Quartile 13112
Third Quartile 13113
Fourth Quartile 13114

Male Black
No Test Score 13120
Lo/TIt Quartil' -13121
Second Quartile 13122
Third Quartile 13123
Fourth Quartile 13124

Male White/Other
No Test Score
Lowest Quarti le
Second Quartile
Third Quartile'
Fourth Quartile

Female Hispanic

440.-

13130
13131
13132
13133
13134

No Test Score 13A0
Lowest Quartile 13211
Second Quartile 13212
Third Quartile 13213
Fourth Quartile 13214

Female Black (.

No Test Score 13220
Lowest Quartile 13221
Second Quartile 13222
Third Quartile '13222
Foutth Quartile 13224

Female White/Other
No Test Score 13230
Lowest Quartile 13231
Second Quartile 13232
Third Quartile 13233
Fourth Quartile 13234

Catholic Schools

Male Hispanic
No Test Score 17110
Lowest Quartile 17111
Second Quartile 17112
Third Quartile 17113
Fourth Quartile 17114"

Male Black
No Test Score 17120
Lowest Quartile 17121
Second Quartile 17122
Third Quartile 17123
Fourth Quartile 17124

Male White/Other
No Test Score 17130
Lowest Quartile 17131
Second Quartile 17132
Third Quartile 17133
Fourth Quartile 17134.

- A1A-8

161 5189 140
130 4276 119
57 1764 56

37 1165 32
44 1451 42
22 729 13
10 300 10
4 110 4

94 3284 46
78 2613 62

102 3354 84
86 2874 79
93 '3008 85

i

149 "6011 139
348 11642 324
222 7447 208
104 3347 95
46 1409 45

30 1428 24
75y 259.8 63
42' 1505 40
11 411 .8

4 123 4

75 3686 46
77 2443 65
89 2666 84

106 3295 91
94 2946 85

13 228 13
30 1025 29
53 1749 51
59- 2873 58
45 1423 44

10 478
45 1335
51 1181
54" 1643
27 1913

69.

36
134
231
311

9816
3672

13953
27.005
33289

117

9

43
46
sa
25'

64
.36°
131
220
305

4454
3878
1714

1006
1394
639
300
110

1855
2093
2858
2623
2819

1.164
1.102
1.029

1.158
1.041

1.000
1.000

1.770
1.248
1.173
1.095
1.067

5675 1.059
10923 1.065
6943 1.072
2967 6 1.128
1377 1.023

964
2216
1403
323
123

1435
2049
2536
2719
2734

22$
1017
1720
286-3
1406

473
1300
1095
1628
739

8898
3672

13690
25364
32536

1.480
1.172
1.072
1.271
1.000

2.567
1.192
1.051
1.211
1.077

1.000
1.008
1.016
1.003
1.012

,1.011
1.027

- 1.078
1.009
1.235

1.103
1.000
1.019
1.064
1.023



4

Female Hispanic

A1A-9 -

No Test Score 17210 -- 437 18 409 1.068
Lowest Quartile 17211 71 1,82 62 1687 1.056
Second Quartile 17212 84 2818 76 2442 1.153
Third Quartile 17213 85 3295 81 3015 1.093
Fourth Quartile 17214 66 2506 62 2475 1.012

Female Black
1,tP No Test Score 17220 37 845 14 505 1.674

Lowest Quartile 17221 76 1713 65 1581 1.083
Second Quartile 17222 , 54 1768 52 1736 1.018
Third-Quartile 17223 36 1569 33 1529 1.026
Fourth Quartile 17224 26 1736 25 1723 1.?07

Female White/Other
No Test Score 17230 60 r-4539 39 3640 1.247
Lowest Quartile 17231 65 5927 61 5857 1 . On'
Second Quartile 17232 182 20163 172 18809 1.071
Third Quartile 17233 279 2845 263 31153 1.054

, Fourth Quartile 17234 334 40067 318 38127 1.050

Non-Catholic Private Schools

Male Hispanic 19110 29 3264 27 3120 1.046

Male Black 19120 22 1651 20 1645 1.003

Male White/Other
No Test Score 19130 106 13511 84 10879 1.241

Lowest Quartile 19131 13 3448 10 2826 1.220
Second Quartile 19132 29 6468 28 5943 1.088
Third Quartile 19133 57 8854 53 8240 1.074
Fourth Quartile 19134 291 19052 273 17911 1.063

Female Hispanic 19210 21 3543 18 3071 1.153

°Female Black 19220 6 680 6 680 1.000

Female White/Other
No Test Score 19230 69 13172 56 10409 1.265

Lowest Quartile 19231 23 4617 22 4459 1.035
Second Quartile" 19232 34 7039 31 6514 1.080
Third Quartile 19233 .67- 11946 67 11946 1.000
Fourth Quartile 19234 135 16752 122 14885 1.125

Dropout Students

Male Hispanic
No Test Score 2 110 90. 22216 74 19153 1.159
Below Median 2 111 179 18102 147 .14805 1.222
Above Median 2 113 15 990 10 431 2.294

Male Black
No Test Score 2 120 76 23826 67 ,22852 1.042

Below Median 2 121 -147 18994 115 14591 1.301
Above Median 2 123 11 1328 9 1098' 1.210

Male White /Other
No Test Score 2 130 165 77928 109 45220 1.723

Below Median 2 131 503 . 80362 390 62379 1.288

118
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t A1A-10

Above Median 2 133 177 32666 123 23116 1.413

Female Hispanic
No Test Score 2 210 65 16859 47 14521 1.161
Below Median 2 211 195 14943 A 164 12865 1.161
Above Median 2 213 22 2025 18 1927 1.050

Female Black
No Test Score 2 220 49 17013 !,1. 15731 1.0,81
Below Median . 2 223: 142 17285 118 13956 1.238
Above Median 2 223 8 1000 7 853 1.172

Female White/Other
No Test.Score 2 210 124 66375 90 46804 1.418
Below Median 2 231 473' 75761 379 61463 1.232
Above.Median 2 233 160 27798 123 20763 1.338

TOTAL -29737 3779815 26216 3285881

4
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- A1A -11 -.

SUMS OF PROBABILTY WEIGHTS AND NONnSPONSE ADJUST14ENTS

Weight: BYTESItWT

Cell
Weighting/Cell Name code

SOPHOMORE COHORT

7\,

Selectibns 0 Partdicipants No response
Sum of . Sum of Ad ustment

N Weights N Weights Fa for

Non-Dropout students

1066
1296
8009

145601
166233

1096013

824
995

6760

109596,
128807
908920'

1.328
1.290
1.205

Regular Public & Alternative Schools
Male Hispanic ,1- 1111

Black 1112
White/Other 1113

Female Hispanic 1121 809. , 108331 662 86652 1.250
Black 1122 1552 197865 1272 157872 1.k53
White/Other 1123 8010 1116221 6990 957754 1.165

Hispanic Public Schools'

Male Hispanic 1311 806 27598 615 20213 1.365
Black 1312 117 3757 80 2591 1.449
White/Other 453. 15135 359 11850 1.277

Female Hispanic 1321 869 29857 720 23846 1.252
Black 1322 163 6067 133 4639 1.307
White/Other 1323 441- 15038 366 11352 1.324

Catholic Schools

Male Hispanic 1711 200 7300 187 7071 1.032
Black 1712 187 5552 177 5073 1.094
White/Other 1713 781 87736 712 77920 1.125

Female Hispanic-1721 326 10840 306 1,0403 1.042
, Black 1722 229 7633 192 6787 1.124

White/Other 1723 920 103543 860 99004 1.045

Non-Catholic Private Schools

Male Hispanic 1911 29 3264 16 1502 2.172
Black 1912 22 1651 17 874 1.889

N White /Other 1913 496 51335 390 37824 1.357
Female Hispanic 1921 21 3543 10 1876 1.888

Black 1922 6 680 4 298 2.281
White/Other 1923 328 53528 259 40355 1.326

Dropout Students

Male Hispanic 2 11 284 41309 194 19092 2.163
Black 2 12 234 44150 158 20323 2.172
White/Other 2 13 845 190957 680 113028 1.689

Female Hispanic 2 21 282 33828
di?

16969 1.993
Black 2 22 199 35300 150 18286 1,930
'White/Other 2 23 757 169935 . 633 103559 1.640

TOTAL 29737 3779815 24938 3004350

120



li,,A1A-12

SUMS OF PROBABILITY WEIGHTS AND NONESPONSE ADJUSTMENTS

Wei h : PNLTSTWT

* Ce11
Weighting Cell Name Code

SOPHOMORE COHORT

Selections
Sum of

N , Weights

Participants Nonresponse
Sum of Adjustment

N Weights Factor Yr

Non Dropout Students

Regular Public & Alternative SchOols

Male Hispanic 1111
Black 1112
White/Other 1113

Female Hispanic 1121
Black 1122
White/Other 1123

Hispanic Public Schools

1066
1296
8009
809

1552
8010

Male Hispanic 1311 806
Black 1312 117
,White/Other 1313 453

Female Hispanic 1321 869
Black 1322 163
White/Other

t4tholic Schools

1323 441

Male Hispanic 1711 200
Black 1712 187
White/Other 1713 781

Female. Hispanic 1721 326
Black 1722 229
White/Other 17"23 920

Non-Catholic Private Schools

Male Hispanic 1911 29
Black 1912 22
White/Other 1913 496

Female Hispanic 1921 21
Black 1922 6

White/Other 1923 328

Dropout Students

Male Hispanic 2 11 '284
Black .2 12 234
White/Other 2 13 845

Female Hispanic 2 21 282
Black 2 22 199
White/Other 2 23 757

TOTAL 29737

"145601
Nk66233
1096013_,
1083

11
186

1 221

27598
3757

15135
29857
6087

1503'8

7300
5552

87736
10840
7633

103543

3264
1651

51335
3543_
680'

53528

41309
44150

190957
33828
35300

169935

3779815

748
908

6029
606

1168

99152
-'117279
808967
79475

14491- 9

1.468
1.417
1.354
1.363
1.36

6371 870625 1.282

546 )1. 17770 1.553
75 . 2444 1.537

310 , 10394 1.456
672 22211 a.344
115 4Q67 1.491
325 10040 1.497

182 7008 1.041
167 4763 1.165
692 N 75264 1.165,
281 9619 1.126
175 6571 1.161
814 93948 1.102

15 1500 2.174
15 868 1.901

364 34923 1.469
9 1719 2.061
4 298 2.281

242 37806 1.415

4ve

157 15237 2.711
124 15689 2.813
513 85496 2.233
182 14193 2.286
125 14809 2.383
502 82226 2.0G6

22436 2689892
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A113-1

SUMS C.F. PROBABILITY WEIGHTS AND NONRESPONSE ADJUSTMENTS

SENIOR COHORT

Weight: FUWT

Selections Participants Nonresponse
Cell Sum of Sum of Adjustment

Weighting Cell Name Code N Weights N Weights Factor

Baseyear Nonparticipants

Non-Hispanic Public
& Alternative
Schools 01 0 442 399244 369 333306 1.197

Hispanic Public
Schools 03 0 16 14699 12 11024 1.333

-4.... A

Catholic Schools . 07 0 19 20094 17 17978 1.117

Non-Catholic Private
Schools 09 0 18 19455 14 15131 1.285 .

! Baseyear Participants

t-Re.c--_,ular Public & Alternative Schools

Male Hispanic
No Test Score 11110 "1 8499 63 7493 1.134
Lowest Quartile 11111 239 23826 214 21550 1.105
Second Quartile 11112 112 11626 103 10729 1.083
Third Quartile 11113 74 7961 70 7491 1.062
Fourth Quartile 11114

tale Black

33 3311 31 3125 1.059

No Test Score 11120 200 22376 180 20455 1.093.
Lowest Quartile 11121 534 53839 468 47152 1.141
Second Quartile 11122 236 24653 213 22429 1.099
Third Quartile 11123 145 14735 133 13480 1.093
Fourth Quartile 11124 60 6979 57 6618 1.054

Male White/Other
No Test Score 11130 232 118690 213 109879 1.080
Lowest Quartile 11131 345 139573 316 126789 1.100
Second Quartile 11132 48r 200797 438 181009 1.109
Third Quartile 11133 561 205928 531 195937 1.050
Fourth Quartile 11134 798 254374 768 244840 1.038

Female Hispanic
No Test Score' 11210 - 74 7596 69 6957 1.091
Lowest Quartile 11211 222 22421' 206 20855 1.075
Second Quartile 11212 100 10126 95 9559 1.059
Third Quartile 11213 60 5782 59 5687 1.016
Fourth Quartile 11214

Female Black

36 4218 33 3891 1.084

rt.

No Test Score 11220 203 21875 194 20819 1.050
Lowest Quartile 11221 766 77913 729 73890 1.054
Second Quartile 11222 295 3Q1,630 286 29349 1.027

4'
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- A1B-2

Third Quartile 11223 136 11789 131 11402 1.033
4-Fourth Quartile 11224 55 .5243 52 5028 1.042

Female Whiter/Other
No Test Score 11230 180 93899 168 88697 1.058
Lowest Quartile 11231 448 174069 422 162545 1.070
Second Quartile 11232 580 231413 . 549 220395 1.049
Third Quartile 11233 668 231083 654 226664 1.019
Fourth Quartil...e 11234 702 222379 690 218221 1.019

Hispanic Public Schools

Male Hispanic
No Test Score 13110 57 2284, 55 2207 1.035
Lowest Quartile 13111 203 7295 180 6392 1.141
Second Quartile. 13112 92- 3292 84 3009 1.094
Third Quartile 13113 l'()6 2887 99 2707 1.066
Fourth Quartile 13114 57 1358 56 1337 1.016

Mall Black
No Test Score 13120 11' 850 8 600 1.418
Lowest Quartile 13121 24 1636 22 1526 1.072
Second Q'uartile 13122 11 528 414 1.276

,Third Quartile 13123 6 160 5 146 1.low
Fourth Quartile 13124 4 68 4 68 1.000

Male White/Other
No Test Score 13130 -8 185 6. 140 1.327
Lowest Quartile 13131 41 4266 37 3612 1.181
Secdhd Quartile 13132 29 4041 27. 3434 1.177
Third Quartile 13133 38 3103 33 2999 1.034
Fourth Quartile 13134 33 2359 31 2315 1.019

Female Hispanic
No Test Score 13210 75 3038 '71 2881 1.054
Lowest Quartile 13211 287 10430 271 9879 11.055
Second Quartile 13212 124 4250 121 4150 1.024
Third Quartile 13213 92 2311 88' 2216 1.042
Fourth Quartile 13214 38 919 38 919 1.000

Female Black
No Test Score 13220 10 836 9 753 1411
Lowest Quartile 13221 44 2465 43 2436 1.011
Second Quartile 13222 14 709 13 625. a.133
Third Quartile 13223 6 159 6 159 1.000

so Fourth Quartile 13224 -4 84, . 4 - 84 1.000

Female White/Other
go Test Score 13230 188 8 188 1.000
Lowest Quartile ' 13231 35 3576 31 3501 1.021
Second Quartile 13232 31 4049 28 15 1.013
Third Quartile 13233 35 3610 35 3610 1.000
Fourth Quartile 13234 33 2998 31 2948, 1.017

Catholic Schools

Male Hispanic
No Test Score 17110 8 1020 8 1020 1.000
Lowest Quartile 17111 9 568 7 390 1.459
Second Quartile 17112 29 1711 28 1540 1.111
Third Quartile 17113-` 42 1418 38 1230 1.153
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Fourth Quartile 17114

Male Black
No Test Score 17120
Lowest Quartile 17121
Second Quartile 17122
Third Quartile 17123
Fourth Quartile 17124

Male White/Other
No Test Score 17130
Lowest Quartile 17131
Second Quartile 17132
Third Quartile 17133
Fourth Quartile 17134

Female Hispanic
No Test Score 17210
Lowest Quartile 17211-
Second Quartile 17212
Third Quartile 17213
Fourth Quartile 17214

Female Black 4

No Test Score 17220
Lowest Quartile 17221
Scond Quartile 17222
Third Quartile 17223
FouAth Quartile 17224

Female White/Other
No Test Score
Lowest Quartile
Second Quartile
Third Quartile
Fourth Quartile

Non-Catholic Private,

Male Hispanic

Male Black

Male White/Other
No Test score
Lowest Quartile
Second Quartile
Third Quartile
Fourth Quartile

Female Hispanic

Female Black

Female.,White/Other
No Test Score
Lowest Quartile
Second Quartile
Third Quartile
Fourth Quartile

17230
17231
17232
17233

234

ools

X19110

19120

19130
19131
19132
19133
1"§134

19210

19220

19230
19231 -
19232
19233 .

19234

B -3 --
45 1572 . 44 1559 1.008

3 446 3 446 1. 00
3 269 3 270 1.11000

18 1261 15 865 1.458
40 699 37 _ 668 1.046
26 -985 24 956 1.030

22 11358 21 10728 1.058
13 5188 11 4546 1.141
34 14175 34 14175. 1.000
49 17229 48 16600 1.037
80 22718 78 22075 1.029

J
4 379 3 275 1.380

28 1424 24 1254 1.135
37 11483 36 1441 1.029
72 1910 69 1875 1.018
41 544 39 526 1.034

5 303 5 304 1.000
20 1275 19 1267 1.006
38 2159 35 2009 1.074
28 733 26 ' / 708 1.036
15 1086 15 1086 1.00'0

8 ,2803 8 2801 1.000
28 1470 25 9922 1.075
64 19434 62 18789' 1.034
74 23568 70 23322 1.010

114 31832 _112 31081 1.024

19 2219 19 2219 1.000

24 1347 2 1249 1.078

12 5653 8 3820 1.480
4 ,1576 4 1577 1.000

11 4697 10 4128 1.138
16 5893 15 5324 1.147
69, 17824 68 17440 1.022

12 1295 10 915 1.416

16 2061 15 1986 1.037

12 6391 12 6391 1.000
11 5412 '9 4661 1.161
14 6320 11 6188 1.021
27 8742 24 8476 '1.031
53 15418 50 13895 1.109



A1B-4 -

SUMS OF PROBABILITY WEIGHTS AND NONRESPONSE ADJUSTMENTS

SENIOR COHORT

Weight: PANELWT

Selections Participants Nonresponse
Cell Sum of Sum of Adjustment

Weighting Cell Name Cooke N Weights N Weights Factor

Regular Public & Alternative Schools

Male Hispanic
No Test Score 11110 73 10010 63 8825 1.134
Lowest Quartile 11111 239 28062 214 25381 1.105
Second Quartile 11112 112 13,693 103 12637 1.083
Third Quartile 11113 74 9377 70 8823 1.062
Fourth Quartile 11114 33 3900 .31 3681 1.059

Male Black
No Test Score 11120 200 26355 180 24091 1.093
Lowest Quartile 11121 534 63411 468 55535 1.141
Second Quartile 11122 236 29036 213 26417 1.099
Third Quartile 11123 145 ,17355 133 15877 1.093
Fourth Quartile 11124 60 8220 57 7795 1.054

r

Male White/Other
No Test Score 11130 232. 139790 213 129413 1.080
Lowest Quartile 11131 345 164386 316 149329 1.100
Second Quartile 11132 480 236494 438 213188 1.109
Third Quartile

,,

11133 561 242537 531 230769 1.050
Fourth Quartile 11134 798 299596 768 288366 1.038

Female Hispanic
No Test Score 11210 74 $947 69 8193 1.091
Lowest Quartile 11211 222 26407 206 24563 1.075
Second Quartile 11212 100 11927 95 11258 1.059'
Third Quartile 11213 60 6811 59 6698 1.016
Fourth Quartile 11214 36 4968 33 .4583 1.084

Female Black
No Test Score 11220 203 25764 194 24520 1.050
Lowest Quartile 11221 766 91765 729 87025 1.054
Second Quartil, ''t11222 295 35522 . 286 34566 1.027
Third Quartile 11223 136 13885 131 13429 1.033
Fourth Quartile 11224 55 6171. 52 5922 1.042

Female White/Other
No Test Score 11230 180 110592 168 104465 1.058
Lowest Quartile 11231 448 205014 . 422 191441 1.070
Second Quartike 11232 580 272552 549 259575 1.049
Third Quartile 11233 668 272164 654 266959 1.019
Fourth Quartile 11234 702 261913 . 690 257015 1.019

Hispanic Public Schools

Male Hispanic
No Test Score 13110 57 2739 55 2645 "1.035
Lowest Quartile 13111 '203 8746 180 7663 1.141.
SecOnd Quartile 13112 92 3947 84 3607 1.094
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Third Quartile
Fourth Quartile

,13113
13114

Male Black
No Test Score 13120
Lowest Quartile 13121
Second Quartile 13122
Third Quartile 13123
Fourth Quartile 13124

Male White/Other
No Test Score 13130
Lowest Quartile 13131
Second Quartile 13132

4' Third Quartile 13133
Fourth Quartile 13134

Female Hispanic.
No Test Score
Lowest Quartile
Second Quartile
Third Quartile
Fourth Quartile

.13210
1211
212

13213
13214

Female Black
No Test Score 13220
Lowest Quartile 13221
Second Quartile 13222
Third Quartile 13223
Fourth Quartile 13224

Female White/Other
No Test Score 13230
Lowest Quartile 13231
Second Quartile 13232
Third Quartile 13233
Fourth Quartile 13234

Catholic Schools

Male Hispanic
No Test Score
Lowest Quartile
Second Quartile
Third Quartile
Fourth Quartile

Male Black
No Test Score
Lowest Quartile
Second Quartile
Third Quartile
Fourth Quartile

Male White/Other
No Test -Score
Lowest Quartile
Second Quartile
Third Quartile
Fourth Quartile

ale Hispanic

17110
17111
17112
17113
17114

17120
17121
17122
17123
17124

17130
17131
17132
17133
17134

A1B --5-

106
57

. 3461
1628

99
56

3245
1603

1.066
1.016

11 1020 8 719 1.418
24 1962 22 1830 1.072
11 634 9 497 1.276
6 192 5 175 1.100
4 82 4 82 1.000

8 222 6 167 1.327
41 5115.. '37 4330 1.181
29 4845 27 4116 1.177

. 38 372.0 33 359t 1.034
33 2828 31 2775 1.019

75 3642 71 3453 1.054
287 _12504 271 11843 1.055
124 5095 121 4975' ,1.024
92 2771 88 2657 1.042
38 1102 38 1102 1.000

10 1003 9 902 1.111
44 2955 43 2920 1.011
14 850 13 750 1.133
6 , 191 6 191 1.000
4 101 4 101 1.000

8 226 8 22 1.000
35 4287 31 4196 1.021
31 4855 28 4789 1.013
35 4328 35 4328 1.000
33 3594 31 3534 1.017

8 1134 8 1134 1.000
9 632 7 433 1.459

29 1902 28 1711 1.111
42 1577 38 1367 1.153
45 1748 44 1733 1.008

,.. ... . ,

3 496 3 496 1.000
3 300 3 300 1.000

18 1402 15 961 1.45.8
40 777 37 743 1.046
26 1095 24 1062 1.030

22 12625 21 11925 1.058
13 5767 11 5053 1.141
34 15756 34 15756 1.000
49 19151 48 18451 1.037
80 25252 78 24537 1.029
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A1B-6

No S-cre 17210 :4 '422 3 305 1.380
Lowest Quartile 17211 28 1583 24 1393 1.135
Second Quartile 17212 37 1649 36 1602 1.029
Third Quarti]/e 17213 72 2123 69 2085 1.018
Fourth ,Quartile 17214 41 605 39 585 1.034

Female B1aCk
No Test Score 17220 5 337 5 337 1.000
Lowest Quartile 17221 20 1418 19 1409 1.006
Second Quartile 17222 38 2400 35 2233 1.074
Third Quartile 17223 28 815 26 787 1.036
Fourth Quartile 17224 15 1207 15 1207 1.000

Female White/Other
No Test Score 17230 8 3116 8 3116' 1.000
Lowest Quartile 17231 28 11860 25 11028 1.075
Second Quartile ,17232 64 21602 62 20884 14 034
Third Quartile 17233 74 26197 70 25922 1.010
Fourth Quartile 172,34, 114 35382 112 34547 1.'024

NonCatholic Private Schools

Male Hispanic 19110 19 2728 19 2728 1.000

Male Black 19120 24 1656 23 1536 1.078

Male White/Other
No Test Score 19130 12. 6950 8 4696 1.480
Lowest Quartile 19131 4 1938 4 1938 1.000
Second Quartile 19132 11 5775 10 5074 1.138
Third'Quartile 19133 16 7245 15 6544 1.107
Fourth Quartile 19134 69 21911 68 21439 1.022

Female ::.:_spanic 19210 12 1593 10 1125 1.416

Female Bla-ck 19220 16 2534 15 '2441 1.037

Female White/Other
No Test Score 19230 12 7857 12 7857 1.000
Lowest Quartile 19231 11 6653 9 5730 1.161
Se'cond Quartile 19232 14 7770 13 7607 1.021
Third Quartile 19233 27 10747 24 10420 1.031
Fourth Quartile 19234 53 18953 50 ,17080 1.109

TOTAL 11500 3039717 10815 2444234
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APPENDIX 2

RESPONSE AND NONRESPONSE RATES BY SELECTED VARIABLES
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APPENDIX 2A: First FollowUp Questionnaire Weighted

Response Patterns by Selected Variables



A2A -1

Table 2A-1

First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by
Base Year Participation Status, and

"Working For Pay at a Full-Time or Part-Time Job"

(Seniors)

Base Year Participation
Status

Yes No Refusal Missing Total

Non-participants 52.8 45.2 0.0 2.0 13.4
Participants 54,7 44.3 0.0 1.0 86.6

00"

Total 5830(54.5) 5225(44.4) 2(0.0) 170(1.1) 11227(100.0)

NOTE: Cell entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies
represent the number of First Follow-Up participants.

Table 2A -2

First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by Base Year
Participation Status, and "Other Activities"

(Seniors)

Base Year Participation
Status Yes No Refusal Missing Total

Non-PartiApants 5.3 92.8 0.0 2.0 13.4

Participants 5.2 93,8 0.0 1.0 86.6

Total 541(5.2) 10514(93.7) 2(0.0) 170(1.1ft 11227(100.0)

NOTE: Cell entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies
represent the number of First Follow-Up participants.



A2A -2 -

Table 2A-3

First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by tase Year Pia.-rticipation
Status, and "Taking Academic Codrses at a Two- or Four-Year Col' ege"

(Seniors)

Base Year Participation
( Status Yes No Refusal Missing Total

Non-Participants

Participants

35.3

42.9

62.8 0.0

56.1 0.0

I.

2.0 1.A. 4

1.0 86.6

1

Total 4822(41.9) 6233(57.0) 2(0.0) 170(1.1) 11227(100.0)

NOTE: Cell entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies
represent the number of First Follow-Up participants.

Table 2A -4

First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by Base Year Participation
Status, and "Taking Vocational Courses at Any Kind of School or College"

(Seniors)

Base Year Participation
Status Yes No Refusal Missing Total

Non-Participants

Participants

5.1 92.9 0.0 2.0 13.4

7.7 . 91.3 0.0 1.0 86.6

Total 870(7.4) 10185 (91.5) 2(0.0) 170(1.1) 11227(100.0)

NOTE: Cell entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies

represent the number of First Follow-Up participants.
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-,A2A-3

Table 2A-5

First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by Base Year Participation
Status, and "Serving in an Apprenticeship Program or

Government. Training Program"

(Seniors)

Base Year Participation
Status

J

Yes No Refusal Missing Total

Not-Participaats

Participants

1.3 96.7 0.0 2.0 13.4

1.1 97.9 0.0 1.0 86.6

Total 127(1.2) 10928(97.7) 2(0.0) 170(1.1) 11227(100.0)

NOTE: Cell entries'and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies
represent the number of First Follow-Up participants.

Table 2A-6

First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by Base Year Participation
Status, and "On Active Duty in the Armed Forces (or Service Academy)-

(Seniors)

Base Year Participation
Status Yes No Refusal Missing Total.

Non-Participants

Participants

4.4 93.6 0.0 2.0 13.4

4.0 95.0 0.0 1.0 86.6

Total 473(4.0) 10582(94.8) 2(0.0) 170(1.1) 11227(100.0)

NOTE: Cell e
/I

-__

tries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies

repr sent the number of First Follow-Up participants.
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A2A-4

Table 2A-7

First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response pattern by Base Year
Participation Status, and "Homemaker Only"

(Seniors)

Base Year Participation
Status

0
Yes No Refusal Missing Total

Non-Participants

Participants

5.0 93.0

4.3 94.7

0.0 2.0

0.0 1.0

13.4

86.6

Total 500(4.4) 10555(94.5) 2(0.0) 170(1.1) 11227(100.07

NOTE: Cell entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies
represent the number of First Follow-Up participants.

Table 2A-8

First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by Base Year Participation
Status,i,,and "With a Job but on Temporary Layoff from Work or

Waiting to Report to Work"'

(Seniors)

Base Year Participation
Etatus Yes No Refusal Missing Total

Non-Participants 2.9 95.2

Participants 2.3

0.0 2.0

96.7 0.0

13
IN
4

1.0 86.6

Total 258(2.4) 10797(96.5) 2(0.0) 170(1.1) 11227(100.0)

NOTE: Cell entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies
represent tne number of First Follow-Up participants.

Table 2A-9

First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by Base Year
Participation Status, and "Looking for York"

(Seniors)

Base Year Participation
Status Yes No Refusal Missing Total

Non-Participants
x

Participants

13.2 84.9

9.8 89.2 0.0

. 0

1 .0

13.4

86.6

Total 1301(10.2) 9754(88.6) 2(0.0) 170(1.1) 11227(100.0)

NOTE: Cell entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies
represent the number of First Follow-Up participants.



A2A-5

Table 2A-10

First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by Baseyear Participation
Status, and "Taking a Break From Working and From School"

(Seniors)

Base Year Participation
Status Yes No Refusal Missing Total

Non-Participants 2.9 95.1 0.0 2.0 13.4

Participants 2.8 96.1 0.0 1.0 86.6

Total 383(2.8) 10672(96.0) 2(0.0) 170(1.0 11227(100.0)

NOTE: Cell entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies,
represent the number of First Follow-Up participants.

J 4
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Base Year Participation

Status

Table 21-11

First Follow-up Ouestionnsire Weighted Response Pattern by Barre Year
Participation Status, and Expected High School Graduation pate

(Sophomores)

Before July or Sept 1982 Feb After Will
June August Through Through June Not
1982 1982 Jan 1981 June 1983 1987 Finish Unknown

Holt
Rasp Refusal Hissing Total

Non-Participanta

Participants

Total 2)690(18.2)

53.7 1.6 2.7 2.7 0.7 1.2 31.7 0.0 ,0.8 4.9 12.1
Ae

81.6 1.8 1-0 1.0 0.4 1.0 9.8 0.0 0.6 2.8 87.9

521(1.8) 370(1.2) 2%3(1.2) 133(0.4) 278(1.0) 2289(12.5) 3(0.0) 119(0.7)- 423(3.1) 28119(100.0)

NOTE: Ceti entries and,all marginals represent weighted percentages_ The frequencies represent the number of First Follow-Up participants.

Table 2A-12

First Follow -up Questionnaire Weighted-Response Pattern4by Rase Year Participation Status,
and High School Graduation Status

(Seniors)

Base Year Participation
Status

.Still In Did Not Cot Mult Refusal Missing Total
Graduated High School Finish; GED : Resp

4
ir

Non-participants 91.3 11.0 5.8 1.9 0.0 0.0 0.0
Participants 97.9 0.2 1.0 0.5 0.0 0.1 0.2

Total 10947(97.1) 19(0.3) 160(1.7) 70(0.7) 2(0.0) 4(0.0) 26(0.2)

13.4

86.6

11227(100.0)

NOTE: 1Cell entries and all marginal° represent weighted percentages. The
frequencies represent the number ofcFlrst Follow-Up participants.

r
psit,f)t
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Table 2A-1.2

Flint Follow-up Onleationnalre Woighted Rem ttttt re Potters by

Participation Statou. nod Occupational Fspectslions 8y

f
(Sophomorea)

8A40 Year

Age 10

Ilaae Yens Participation

Status

Nun-partictpants
PartIcipaiits

Total

ClIricn1

Clefts-
man Farmer

Home-
maker ..laborer

Manager.
Administrator

Milt-
tsty

Opera-
rive

5.9

8.7

1(1.9

7.6
1.8

2.0
2.8

3.2

2.0
1.8

7.4
7.0

v

3.0

2.4

5.5

3.3

2400(6.)) 2049(8.0) 518(2.0) 761(3-1) 502(1.8) 2043(7.0)' 682(2.4) 905(3.6)

Salop
School
Teacher Satvlce Technical

Not

Working
Holt
Reap

Hon-participants
Participants

Profos- Profas- "untie Protective
tonal 1 atonal 11 tni6 Aleervica

AApr

20.7 5.9

25.) 0_8

7184(24.7) 2610(8.5)
as

6.4 1.7

4.4 2.0

1141(4.6) 611(2.0)

Refusal Mimaing Total

1.9 2.2 6.)

1.9 3.3 4.2

9.3 1.2

10.8 0.8
0.1

0.2

A

Total 536(1.9) 914(3.2) 4(4.4) 3016(10-6) 232(0.8) 54(0.2i
y 40

4.4 0.7

2.1 0.4

640(2.)) 141(0.4)

12.1

87.9

20119(100.0)

Mit.; hull vatiles And all matginala rupausent weighted percentages. )its fr:quenclee repreeeot the number of Vitra Follow-11p pattIONpants.

Table 2A-14

First Pollow-up Oneatfonnalre Weighted georonee fattern by Rase Yenr
Participation Statue, and Occupational ExpectatIona By Age 30

(Santora)

Ness Yeai rd!tiltpatiOO
Statos

Mon-paaticIpants
Pallicipauts

Clerical

1.1

9.9

CI ittt w-

man Former
Rome-

? maker

6.7 1.8

6.5 1.5

2.2

3.6

s.

1121(8.8) 661(6.6) 128(1.5) 284( 3.4)

Sales
School
Teacher Service

Hon-paiticipants
PaiticIpauts

1.9

2.1

3.8

4.2

4.8

3_2

Total 276(2.6) 498(4.2) )11( 3.4)

!JOIE:. Cell eolith,. and all matginalw t)upoeSent weighted purcentagot. The frequencies

Manager, MI11- Ovate- Profes- Profee-

Laborer Adolniatrator tary tive ellnial 1 Clonal 11

Nitrite-
tor

Protective
Service

9.)
2.4 9.9

2.2

1.8

221(2.5) 1110(9.9) 221(1.9)

4.3 26.8 5.6 1.9

3.1 25.5 8.5 4.1 2.1

229(1.7) 290(4 25.7), 994(8.1) 420(4.4) 215(7.1)

Not Mull

Technical Working Reap Refocal Missing Total

8.5 1.0

9.5 0.5

1160(9 -$) 74(0.5)

0.5 0.3 1.9 13.4

0.7 0.2 1.0 86.6

66(0.6) 20(0.2) 108(1.1) 11221( 100.0)

represent the member of Fleet t'ollow II.

138 Dui
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Table 2A-15

First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by
Base Year Participation Status, Cohort and Origin or Descent

BAe-4(ear Participation
Status

0

Puerto Other Non -
Mexican Cuban Rican Latino Hispanic Mult Reap Refusal Missing Total

Non-participants
Participants

Total

4Non-participants
Participants

Total

Sophomore

r.

7.4 0.5 3.88 4.9 76.4 0.0 6.4 0.7 12.1
5.4 0.6 1.2 3-3 84.8 0.0 4.4 0.4 87.9

'.').

4..
1

oo

2558(5.6) 373(0.6) 498(1.5) 1061(3.5) 22170(83.7) ,,3(0.0) 1346(4.7) 110(0.4) 28119(100.0) 1

Seniors

.

4.1 0.2 0.5 1.9 91.8 0.0 0.2 1.2 13.4
4.0 0.4 0.7 2.7 91.2 0.0 0.1 0.8 86.6"

1390(4.0) 244(0.4) 213(0.6) 501(2.6) 8739(91.3) 2(0.0) 15(0.1) 123(0.9) 11227(100.0)

NOTE: Cell entries and all marginalsrepresent weighted percentages. The frequencies represent the number of First Follow-Hp participants.

Ts,
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Table 2A-16

First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by
Base Year Participation Status, and "Held-Job Since High School-

(Seniors)

Base Year Participation Yes No

Status
Refusal Missing Total

Non-participants 93.2 6.1 0.0 0.7 13.4
Participants 92.1 7.6 0.0 0 -2 86.6

Total 10068(92.3) 1133(7.4) 3(0.0) 23(0.2) 11227(100.0)

NOTE: Cell entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies
represent the number of First Follow-Up participants.

/
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Table 2A-17

First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted' Response Pattern by Blise Year Participation
Status, and Pout-High School Military Experience

(Seniors)

Base Year Participation
Status

Non-1

Active Active
Duty Duty

Muit
No Reap Missing Total

Non-Participants 5.1

Participants 4.2

1.2 89.8

1.7 e9.7

Total 528(4.4) 211(1.6) 9947(89.7)

.0.0 3.9 13.4

0.0 4.3 86.6

5(0.0) 536(4.3) 11227(100.0)

NOTE: Call entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies represent the numberof First Follow-Up participants.

4

Table 2A-l8

First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by
Base Year Participation Statms, and Applied to College

(Seniors)

Base Year Participation
Status

Yes No Mult Refusal
Resp

Missing

It

Total

Non-participants 50.4 48.6 0.0 0.3 0.7 13.4Participants 62.1 37.2 0.0 0.0 0.7 86.6

Total 7245(60.5) 3896(38.7) 1(0.0) 9(0.1) 76(0.7) 11227(100.0)

NOTE: Cell entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. Thefrequencies represent the number of First Follow-Up participants.
e../ %,
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Table 2A-19

First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response pattern ht Base Year Participation
Status, and lost -High School Formal Educational Coursework

7
(Sentorl)

Vase Year Part- icipation

Status Yes No Mult Resp Refusal Missing Total

Non-Participants 57.0

Participants 65.4

41.6 0.0

34.0 0.0

0.3 1.2

0.5

13.4

-86.6

Total 7456(64.3) 3692(35.0) 2(0.0) 9(0.1) 68(0.6) 11227(100.)

NOTE: Cell entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies represent the number
of First Follow-Up participants.

Table 2A-20
First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by Base Year

Participation Status, and Post-High School On-the-Job Training

(Seniors)

Base Year Participation
Status Yes No Mat Resp Refusal Missing- Total

Non-Participants 16.4

Participants' 16.3

81.6 0.0

82.5 0.0

0.3 -1.7 13.4

86.6

Total 1851(16.3) 9215(82.4) 1(0.0) 13(0.1) 147(1.2) 11227(100.0)

NOTE: Cell entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies represent the number
of First Follow-Up participants.
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Table 2A-21

First Follow up Otieskfonnatre Weighted Response Pnttern by ase Veal Participation Status,
and High School Graduation Status

Base Year Participation
Status

Still in
praduated High School

(Seniors)

Did Not Cot

Finish CFI)

Holt Refusal Missing
Reop

Total

Non-participants
Participants

Total

91.3
97.9

1.0

0.2

5.8

1.0

1.9

(I)?

0.0
0.0

0.0

0.1

0.0
0.2

11.4
A6.6

10947(97-1) 19(0.1) 160(1.7) 70(0.7) 7(0.0) 1(0.0) 26(0.2) 11227(100.0)

Note: Cell entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The
frequencies represent the number of First Follow-Up participants.

Table 2A-22

First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by Base Year Participation Status and Marital Status
as of First Week of February, 1982

40

(Seniors)

Base Year Participation
Status

Never
Married Divorced Widowed Separated Harried Refusal Missing Total.

Non-particpants 83.5 0.2 0.0 0.5 14.5 0.3 1.0 13.4

Participants 88.0 0.2 0.0 0.3 10.9 0.0 0.4 06.6

Total . 9962(87.4) 28(0.2) 1(0.0) 45(0.4) 1123(11.4) 7(0.1) 1 57(0.5) 11227(100.0)

NOTE: Cell entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The

frequencies represent the number of First Follow-Up participants.
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Bade Year Vattlelpatton

Statua

Table 2A-23

First Follow-up Otiostionnalte Weighted Ref:Wont:le Pattern by Base Year

Participation Status, and Total 1901 Income (0ollara)

(Sealora)

< 1000 1000-5999 6000-10999 11000-1599 16000-20999 > 21000 Unknown Total

W00-Parlicivdiad

Told)

7.9 20.3 16.3 9.3 2.7 2.2 33.4

6_9 35.5 182 5.5 2.4 2.1 2944 86.6

933(7.0) 3779(34.5) 1823(18.0) 562(6.0) 200(2.4) 186(2.1) 3144(29.9) 11221(100.0)

h0TF: Cell entries and all margivals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies represent the number of First Follow-0p
participants.

Table 2A-24
1

1

1-1

Flint vnliow- up not or In Ile WrIghted Itubpoorre rtnivia by hArre Year

Pas 1c I par loo Sr at us Cohort and llool a of TV V leUlos rat hay

Bane Year Part

. at...

p,t I no 3k. 1V ISo

lirekday \' 4 `r1 1-2 2-1 %

Holt
Hen p Re I I AO 01 HP; I ng Total

So phomo I ea
`r.

Non -paw I 1. I paw n 1.4 11.4 18.0 19.5 13./ 9.6 11.6 . 0.1 0.4 5.1 12.1
Vas t1 c pairs 6 5.1 14.9 22.0 19.6 11.9 11.8 12.H 0.1 2.7 07.9

lot al 1501(5.6) 4115(14.1) 6194(21.h) '459(19.6) 18 10( 11.9) 2511(8.9) )511( 12.6) 19( 0.1) 11(0-1) 1192( 1.11) 2H119(100.0)

Seninua

Nan pat II, I paot .b 12.9 21.0 19.5 6.5 12.1 11.11 0.'1 I .11 11.4
t 1.1p.o.r

- _

1.8 14,4 211.1 211.6 15.1 P.11 12.6 11.1 0.1 (1.4 811.1.

Iutal

0011-; Ce 1 1 eoi lea aml al 1

1111( 7.9) 1414( 14.2) 2158( 211. ) 2 )18( 20.4) 17)2(1S.2) 1119(11.5) 15112(12.) 0(0.1) 9(0.1) 51( 0. % ) 1 1? 2 7( ton .0)

warp I oats repro:rem weighted peg ceut ageti. the frequCnclerr rept- enellr I lie nuMlrer of VI r fit F0 Ow, ap part ielpantn_
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Table 2A-25

First Follow-up Questinnnalte Weighted Response Pattern by Base'Year
Participation Status, Cohort and Physical Disability

Base Year Partrcipation
Status o.

Mult
Yes No Resp Missing Total

Sophomores

Non-participants 79.3 9.1 0.0 11.6 12.1
Participants 82.1 7.6 0.0 10.3 87.9

Total. 22791(81.7) 2156(7.8) 4(0,0) 3168(10.4) 28119(100.0)

Seniors

Non-participants 88.2 6.8 0.0 4:9 1 3.4
Participants 89.3 6:7 0.0 4.1 86.6

Tota) 9870(89.1) 845(6.7) 2(0.0) 510(4.2) 11227(100.0

4

Cell entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencle's represent the number of First
Follow-Up participants.
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Table 2A-26

First. Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by
Base Year Participa.kon Status, Cohort and

"Being Successful in My Line of Work"

Base Year Participation
'Status

Not Somewhat Very Mult Missing Total
Important Important Important Resp

Sophomores

Non-particpants 1.3 12.8 74.5 , 0.0 11.3 12.1
Participants

lb

1.1 11.8 81.2 0.0 5.9 87.9

Total. 297(1.1) 3210(12.0) 22773(80.4) 1(0.0) 1838(6.6) 28119(10010)

Seniors

Non-parttcpants 1.2 17.1 76.3 0.2 5.1 13.4

Participants 1.0 15.0 79.7 0.0 4.2 86.6

Total 102(1.0) 1508(15.3) 9094(79.'3) 4(0.1) 519(4.4) 11227(100.0)

NOTE: Cell entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies represent the number
of First Follow-Up participants.
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Table 2A-27

First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by Base Year Participation Status,
Cohort and "Finding the Right Person to Marry and Having A Happy Family Life-

Base Year Participation
Status

Not Somewhat. Very Mult
. Important Important Important , Resp Missing Total

,Sophomores

Non-participants
Participants

Total'

4.4 12.7 71.7 0.0 11.2 12.1
3.4 11.1 79.4 0.0 6.0 87.9 1

4>
1953(3.5) 3077(11.3) 22214(78.5) 6(0.0) 1869(6.7) 28119(100.0) H
a.

Seniors

Non-participants 3.5
Participants 2.4

9.0 81 -.9

9.3 83.8
0.0 5.6

0.2 4.2
13.4
86.6

Total 296(2.6) 1045(9.3) 9341(83.6) 14(0.2) 531(4.4) 11227(100:0)

NOTE: Cell entries and all marginals represent weighted-percentages. The frequencies represent the number of First
Follow-Up participants.
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Table 2A-28

First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by Base Year
Participation Status, Cohort and "Having Lots of Money"

Base Year Participation
Status

Not Somewhat Very Mult
Important Important Important Resp Missing Total

Sophomores

Non-participants 9.6 42.0 36.4 0.6 11.4 12.1
Participants 9.6 54.1 30.1 0.0 6.1 87.9

Total 2595(9.6) 14877(52.6) 8727(30.9) 10(0.1) 1910(6.8) 28119(100.0) t

t---.

--4

1

Seniors

Non7participants 14.2 59.5 21.2 0.0 5.1 13.4
Participants 14.1 60.7 20.8 0.1 4.3 86.6

Total 1510(14.1) 6647(60.5) 2533(20.9) 10(0.1) 527(4.4) 11227(100.0)

NOTE: Cell entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies represent the number of First
Follaw-Up participants.

fi
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Table 2A-29

First. Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Re4onse Pattern by Base Year
Participation Status, Cohort and "Having Strong Friendships"

Base Year Participation
Status

Not Somewhat Very Mult
Important Important Impbrtant Resp Missing Total

Sophomores

Non-participants
Participants

5.0

1.8

Total 567(2.2)

Non-participants
Participants

2.6

2.0

Total 351(2.1)

18.2 64.3
17.4 74.5

5088(17.5) 20511(73.3)

Seniors

tp.5
17.8

69.5
75.9

2537(18.4) 7799(75.0)

0.0 12.5

0.0 6.3

9(0.0) 1944(7.0)

0.0 5.4

0.1 4.2

15(0.1) 525(4.4).

12.1

87.9

28119(100.0)

1/3.4

46.6

'11227(100.0)

NOTE: Cell entries End all marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies represent the number of First
Follow-Hp participants.
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Table 2A-30

First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by Base Year
Participation Status, Cohort and "Being Able to Find Steady'Work"

Base Year Participation
Status

Not Somewhat Very Mllt
Important Important Important Rasp Missing Total

Sophomores

Non-participants 3.2

Participants 1.4

12.0 72.9
12.0 79.7

0.1 11.9
0.2 6.6

Total 429(1.6) 3308(12.0) 22270(78.9) 62(0.2) 2050(7.3)

12.1

87.9 t

4(

28119( 100.0) 1!..

Non-participants 2.0

Participants 2.0

Seniors

17.4 75.3
14.9 78.2

0.2 5.1 13.4
0.3 4.5 86.6

Total 205(2.0) 1604(15.3) 8816(77.8) 41(0.3) 561(4.6) 11227(100.0)

NOTE: Cell entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies represent the number of First
Follow-Up participants.
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Table 2A-31

'First follow -up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by Base Year
Participation Status, Cohort and "Being A Leader In My Community"

Base Year Participation
Status

Not 'Somewhat Very MuTt
Important Important Important Reap Missing Total

Sophomores

6

Non-participants `49.3 31.8 7.0 0.0 12.0 12.1
Participants :48.0 37.2 7.9 0.1 6.9 87.9

'Total 13060(48.1)13060i/48J) 10539(36.5) 2367(7.7) 15(01) 2138(7.5) 28119(100.0)

Salors

Non-participants 52.5 35.9 5.4 0.0 6.3 13.4
Participants 50.3 36.0 8.4 0.0 5.3 86.6

Total 5211/(50.6) 4274(36.0) 1093(8.0) 2(0.0) 647(5.5) 11227(100.0)

NOTE: Cell entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies represent the number of First
Follow-Up participants.
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Table 2A-32

First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by Base Y'ear Participation Status,
Cohort and "Being Able to Give My Children Better Opportunities Than I've Had

Base Year Participation
Status

Not
4,

Somewhat Very Mult

Important, ,.Important Important Reap Missing Total

Non-participants
Part icip-ants

4.6

3.7

Total 1041(3.8)

Non!participants

Participants

\
8.0
5.0

Total 466(5.4)

Sophomores

N)

1

16.2
24.0r

67.4

65.7 .

0.0
0.1

11.8

6.6

12.1-

87.9

6406(23.0) 18625(65.9) 18(0.1) 2029(7.2) 28119(100.0)

Seniors

21.0
27.4

65.1

62.5

0.0

0.0

5.8.

5.0

13.4

86.6

2480(26.6) 7682(62.9) 3( 0.0) 596(5.1) 11227(100.0)

NOTE: Cell entries. and..all marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies represent the number of First

Follow-Up participants.
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Table 2A-33

First Follow7up Ouestionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by Base Year
Participation Status, Cohort and -Living. Close to Parents and Relatives"

Base Year Participation

Status

Not Somewhat Very Mull

Important Important Important Resp Missing Total

Sophomores

Non-part icipants

Par t. c pant s

Iota

24.2 -49.1

27.6 51.5

14.8 0.0

14.4 0.0

11.9 12.1

6.5 87.9

7486(27.2) 14374(51.2) 4215(14.4) 12(0.0) 2032(7.2) 28119(100.0) .

Seniors

Non-participants
Pa ri icip< ants

25.3 51.5

27.5 53.5

17.6 0.0 5.6 13.4

0.1 4.4 86.6

Mtd1 3064(27.2) 5808(53.2) 1796(15.0) 5(0.1) 554(4.6) 11227100.0)

WEE: Cell entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies represent the number of First

Follow- -Up participants.

16.7
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Table 2A-34

First Follow-up Ouest,ionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by Base Year
Participation Status, Cohort and -Getting Away From this Area of the-Country-

AO,

Base Year ParLicipatibn
Status

Not Somewhat Very Mult
iiifportant Important 'important Reap Missing Total

Sophomores

Non-pat ticipants

Participants

Total.

49.1

53./

26.9 12.3

27.4 12.4

0.0
0.0

11.6

6.4

12.1

87.9

14826(5f.2) 7816(27.3) 3472(12.4) 9(0.0) 1996(7.0) 28119(100.0)

Seniors

Nun -participants 62.5
Part ICipants 64.2

22.4 9.2

23.0 8.1

0.0
0.0

5.9

4.7

13.4

86.6

.
Total .6876(64.0)

4

2/18(23.0) 1:05(8.2) 11( 0.0) 575(4.8) 11227(100.0)

NOTE: Cell entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies represent the number of First
Follow-0p participants.
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Table 2A-35

First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by Base Year Participation
/- Status, Cohort and -Working to Correct Social and Economic Inequalities"

Base Year Participation Not Somewhat Very Mult
Status Important Important Important Resp Missing Total

Non-participants
Participants

Total

Non-participants
Part ici pant s

Total

Sophomores
--clattvc=a"a.

31.6

36.8
41.0
45.4

13.1

10.8

0.3
0 :1

12.0

6.8
12.1

87.9

ti

10028(36.4) 12699(44.9) 3254(11.1) 29(0.1) 2109(7.4) 281I9(100.0) t

Seniors

30.3

31.4

48./

1)0.2
14.9

13.7

0 . 0

0.0
6.1

5.1

a

13.4

86.6

2911(31.3) 5616( 50.0) 1929(13.4) 2( 0.0) 647(5.3) '11227(100.0)

NUM: Cell entries and,all marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies represent the number of First
Follow-0p particlpant.
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Tabl 2A-36

First Follow-up Ouestionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by
Base Year Participation Status, Cohort and "Having Children"

Base Year Part ici pat Ion

St at us

Not. Somewhat. Very Mult

Important Important Important Resp
0

Missing Total

Sophomores

Non-participants 17.3 34.6 35.7 0.0 19,4 12.1

Participants 15.2 38.6 39.4 0.0 6.7 87.9

Tffi. I 4171(15.5) 10781(38.1) 11088(39.0) 5(0.0) 2074(7.4) 28119(100.0)

Seniors

Non-participants 14.6 37.8 41.5 0.0 6.1 13.4

Participants 13.3 34.8 47.3 0.0 4.() 86.6

Total 1533(11.5) 4065(35.2) 5051(46.5) 3(0.0) 575(4.7) 11227(100.0)

NoT: , Ce I I entries and all margina I s represent weighted percentages. The frequencJes represent, the number of First

Vol low-Op purl icipcants.

veo
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Table 2A-37

First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by Rase Year Participation
Status, Cohort and "Having Leisure Time to Enjoy My Own Interests-

/

Base Year Participation
St at us

Non-participants
Pauticipa lb

To't itl

Non-participants
Participants

Total

J
Not Somewhat Very . Mult

important Important Important Resp Missing Total

Sophomores

2.1 27.0

1.5 21.7

464( 1.6)

/59.1
64.4

7680(27.7) 18004(63.8)

1.9

1.2

162(1.3)

Seniors

29.5
26.6

4

3186(27.0)

63.2
67.8

7329(67.2)

0.0 11.8 12.1

0.0 6.3 87.9

5(0.0) 1966(7.0) 28119(100.0)

0.0 5.4 13.4

0.0 4.4 86.6

2(0.0) 548(4.5) 1 1227( 100.0)

NOTE; Cell entries and all marginals represent weighled percentages. The frequencies represent the number of Firtit

Follow-0p participants_
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Base Year Participation
Slaton

Non-Pactitipants
Participants

Total

Non -pal t lc i pasta

Pat t icipant

total

Table 2A38

First Follow-tip Oanstionnaire Weighted Rosponso Pattern by

na4e Your Participation Strauss Cohort and Ago

14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 >22

0.0
0.0

0.0 0.0
0.0

Sophomotes

1.6 55.8

0.0 0.8

29-1

68.5 21.9

4(0.0) 4 (0.0)

1.2 0.5

2.7 0.3

1111k noun Total Mean

3.8 12-1 18.4
0.1 3.7 87.9 18.3

8 (0.0) 316(0.9) 19004(6(.9) 6643(24-6) 807(3-)) 101(0.4) 27(0.1) 1203(1.7) 211119(100.0)

0.0 0.0

0.0 0.1

Santo's

0.5 0.2 1.7

0.0 0.1 1.5

67.3 24:7

70.9 21.3

1(0.0)

2-4

1.6

3.2 11.4 20.)

2.5 8h.6 20.1

1(0.0) 3(0.0) 15(0.1) 219(1.5) 7704(70.4) 2685(23.5) 290(1.7) 107(2.6) 11227(100.0)

Note; eotrics and all matginals reptevont weighted pact-ant/18os. 11ic frequencies represent the number of Fitt:Now-0p porticipante.
a
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APPENDIX 2B: HS&B Unweighted Student Ndnresponse

Rates by Selected Vatiables

a

Note: Frsportions represent the nonfesponse
rate within-school type. The frequencies
(in parentheses) are the number of non-

,responding students within school type.

-1,780
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School Type

Non-alternative, non-,
Hispanic public schools

fetNon-al ter:1 e ,

Hispanic public Schools

Alternative schools

Non-public, non-
Catholic schools

:Non- public, Catholic
schools

. Total

Non-alternatfve,_non-
Hispanic public schools

Non-alternative
Hispanic public schools

Alternative seZit3.ols

Non-public, non-
Catholic schools

Non-public, atholle
schools

no.

Total

Table 211-1

IIS &B -Student Non sponse Rates by School Type, Cohort and Region
kil

Northeast Northeentral South West

Sophomores

.047-6 (227) .0484 033) .0495 (438) .0796 (274)

.0685 (15) .1072 (49) .0341 (38) .0763 (110)

.0962 (48) .1031 (10) .0354 (11) .0435 (2)

.0735 (15) .0358 (11) .0350 (10) ..03613 (5)

.0324 (30) .0523 (19) .0338 (35) .0157 (6)

a

.0506 (335) .0533 (322) .0459 (532) .0729 (397)

Seniors

...0506 (85) .0647 (153) .0580 (188) . .0857 (128)

.1019 (11) .0550 (11) .0349 (21) 7
.0952 (63)

.0959 (14) .0488 (2) . .0349 (3) .1333 (2)
ti

.0833 (7) .0667 (6) .0563 (4) .0959 0)

.0543 (17) .0.333 (5) .0607 (23) .0402 (7)

.0573 (04) .0622 (177) . .046 (239) .0856 (207)

J

Total

.0536 (1172)

.0656 (212)

.0745- (71)

.0439 (41)

.0333 (90)

1

'M534-6586,
to
1

.0630 (554)

.

(ro6 )

.0729 (21)

.0155 (24)

.0512 (52)

04

.0632 ,(75i)

Note:- Proportions represent the non-response rate within school type. Tite.frequencies (in parenthesis) are the
timber' of non- responding students within school type.
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Table 2B-2
HS&B Student on-response Rates by School Type, Cohort and Level of Urbanization t

School Type Urban Suburban Rural. Total

Non-alternative, non-
Hispaic public schools

Non-Alternative,
Hispanic public schools

Alternative schools

Non-public., non-
Catholic schools

Non-public, Catholic
schools

:Focal

Non-alternative, non-
Hispanic public schbols

Non-alternative
Hispanic public: schools .

Alternative schools

Non-public, non--

Catholic schools

Non-public, Catholic
schools

Total

.0725 (320)

.0696 (74)

.0952 (58)

.0480 (13)

.0485 (25)

.0713 (490)

.0698 (160)

.0681 (37)

.0773 (16)

.1068 (11)

.0769 (15)

.0715 (239)

.0588

.0811

.0367

.0400

.0313

.0560

.0651

p661.

.0548

.0486

.(061

.0620

Sophomores

(617) .0338 ( 23.5) .0536 (1172)

(107) .0164 (31) .0656 (212)

(11) .0455 (2) .0745 (71)

(19) .0481 (9) .0439 (41)

(62) .0142 (3) .0333 (90)

(816) .0339 (280) .0534 (1586)

Seniors

(248) .0543 (146) .0630 (554)

(43) .0690 (26) .0675 (106)

(4)., .1250 (1) .0729 '-(21)

(7) .0845 (6) .0755 - (24)

(35) .0323 (2) .05)2 (52)

(337) .0564 (181) .0632 (757)
4 \

.

Note: Proportions represent- the non-respotpe rate within school type. The frequencies (in
parenthesis) are the .aimber of non- responding students within school type.

.
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rdble 2B-3
.11S&B Student Non-response Rates by School Type, Cohort, and Percentage Black

School;Type
Less than

25X !Mack
Greater than

25% Black Total

Sophomoree

r

Non-alternative, non-
Hispanic public schools .0526 (9.55)

Non-alternative,
Hispanic public schools .0643 (192)

Alternative schools

Non-public, non-
Catholic schoolS

Non-public, Catholic
schools

Total

.0901 (50)

. 0439 (41)

.0333 .(90)

.0584 (217) .0536 (1172)

.0800 (20) .0656 (212)

.0522 (21) -.0745 ( 7 l)

.0439 (41)

.0333 (90)

.0524( 1328) .0591 (258) .0534 (1586)

Seniors

Non-alternative, non-
Hcs-panic public schools .0584 (375)

Non alternative
Hispanic public schools .0615 (96)

Alternative schools

Non-public, non-
Catholic schools

Non -public, Cat ho 11 c

schools

. 1006. (17).

.0755 (24)

.0512 (52) ,

.0757 (179)

.0909 (10)

.0336 (14)

.0630 (556)

.0675 (106)

.0729 (21)

. 0755 (24)

. 0512 ( 52)

Total .0601 (564) .0744.(193)

9
No Proportions represent the non-response" a &within school type. The frequencies

(in oarenthests) are the number of non-responding students within school type. i

t
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School type < 36

Table 21i-4
HS&li Student Non-iesponso linus by School Typo, Cobol( and Avolago Enrollment

37-100 101-175 176-250 251 325 326 400 401-475 4)6 -550 551 -625 ) 625 Total

tiophosstros

Non-altutnstive, non-
Hispanic public: scl is .0254(1(1). .04(4 (72) _0331 (75) .0175 (91) .0360 (92).1 .051) (121) .0501 (119) .0656 (140) .0674 (112)

Non-altornstivs, Hispanic
public schools .0299 (2) .0461 (7) .0313 (II) .0311 (8) -1091 (24) .0608 (18) .1003 (29) .0786 (117) .004 (16)

Altetnative schools .0416 (4) .0606 (4) .0500 (3) .0339 (2) .0415 (3) .100 (1) .0755 (4)- .0684 (8) .0111 (3)
f

Non-public, non-Catholic -

schools .0698(15) .0354 (19) .0566 (6) . .0218 (1) - .0000 (0)

.

Non-public, Catholic -
schools .0000 (0) .0504 (26) -0441 (41) 185 (9) :0111 (4) 7 .0345 (8) .0000 (0) ) .0000 (0)

4

Total .0425(120) .0367(1y) .0340(111 .0384 (123) , .0520 (154)

.0853 (340) .0516 (111174)

.0556 (40)

.1009 (33) Ow.0745 (II)

.0439 (41)

.0333 (96

.0546 (152) (0680 (1115) .0697 (01) .0820 (41)) .0534 (1586)

Sonlors

Non-altetnutivo, -

Hispanic public schools .0)45 (5) .0437 (28) .0621 (57) .0561 (50) :0521 (51) .0594 ( ,55) .0741 (I))

Non-altegnatIve, HispanIc
public schools

Altornattvo schools

Mm-pnblic, nos-C.11 holle
schools

Nun- public, Cat ho l lc

schools

Total

.0642 (55) .0666 (53) .0264. (123)

.0556 (I) .1067 (8) '.0412 (7) .0421 (6) .0435 (5) .1026 (12) .0690, (10) .0)89 (21) .0741 (14) , .0670 (22)

.101 (2) .1429 (3) .1667. (4) .0000 (0) .0400 (I) .1000 (3) ,0000 (0) .,0000 (0) .0000 (0) .0792 (8)
.

.1310(11)- .05)0 (9) .0588 (3) .0588 (I) .0000 (0).

.0000 (0) .0118 (14) .0446 (18) .06/1(11) .0320 (4) .0589 (5)$ .0000 (0) .onon (0)

.0679(19) .1)569 (62) .0574 (89) .0554 (68) .0490 (61) 0643 (15) .0720 (0) .0656 (16) .0665 (67) .0)46 (153)

.0675 (106)

.0729 (21)

4'.0755 (24)

,.0512 (52)

.0612 (757)

Note; Plopottlons top!.sent thenon-xespqnse tale within school typo. The (tequonclom (In psrenthests) aro the unmbor non-teuponding students within 'oehool type.

r (.5

7t0
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Table 28-5
HS&11 Student Non-response Rates by School Type, Cohort and Race

School Type While Black Hispanic Other

Sophomores

Nob-alternative, non-
Hispanic public schools A1399 (628) .0534 (150) .0295 (71) .3561 (323)

NoW-alternative,
Hispanic public schools .0492 (37) .0584 (18) .0179 (75) .4,16-2 (82)

Alternative schools .0344 (12) .0372 (13) .0559 (10) .4737 (36)

Non-public, non-
Catholic schools .0278 (22) .0323 (1) .0000 (0) .3830 (18)

Non-public, Cathollc
4 .0172 (28) :0434 (18) \ .0389 (23) .2763 (21)

Total 0377 027) .0511 (200) .0343 (179) .3684 (480)

Seniors

Non-alt etnative, non-

Hispanic public schools .0412 (188) .0723 (176) .0580 (75) .2291 (115)

Non-alternative
Hispanic public schoots .0855 (13) .0860 ( .0575 (68) .1333 (14)

Alternative schools .0484 (A) .0804 (11)'' .0678 (4) .0968 (3)

/74.

J Non-pub1,1c, non-
Catholic schools .0594 (13) .0513 (2) .0556. (2) .2917 (7)

Nun pubic, Catholic':

schools .028?) ( 12) /' .0158 (15) .0549- (19) .1053 (6)
A

Total
A
.0423 (229) .0732 (215) .0570 (168) '.2017 (14541.

Note:

185

Total

.0536 (1172)

.0656 (212)

.0145 (71)

.0439 (Al)

. 0313 (90)

.0534 (1586)
to

.0630 (554)

.0675 (106)

. 0729 ?11).

..;.0755 (24)

.0512 (52)

. 0632 (757),

Proportions. represent the non-response rate within school type. The frequencies (in parenthesis) are the
number of non-responding students within school type.
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Table 2B-6
HS&B Student Non-response Rates by School Type, Cohort and Sex

School Type Male Female

homores

Non-alternative, non-
Hispanic public school's .0619 (683) .0451 (489)

Non-alternative,
Hispanic public schools .0768 (120) .0550 (92)

Alternative schools .0828 (37) .0672 (34)

Non-public, non-
Catholic schools .0478 (27) .0380 (14)

Non-public, CatholIc
schools .0210 ,(25) .0429 (65)

Total , .0603 (892) .0466 (694)

Total

Seniors

Non-alternative, non-
Hispanic public schools .08103(343) .0463 (211)

Non-alternative
Hispanic public schools .0905 (66)

Alternative schools

Nv n pu b 1 lc On-
Catholic ,schools

-Non-public, Catholic
schools

.0926 (10)

.0667 (11)

.0534 (23)

.0475 (40)

.0611 (11)

.0850 .(13)

4.

.0496 (29)

'Kt

Total .0800 (453) .0481 (304)

.0536 (1172)

.0656 (212)

.0745 (71)

.0439 (41)

.0333 (90)

.0534 (1586)

.0630 (554)

.0675 0(1)

.0729 (21)

.0755 ( 2 4 )

.0512 (52)

.0632 (757)

Note: Proportions represent the non-response rate within school. type. The frequencies
(in parenthesis) nye the number of non-responding students Olthin school type.
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Table 213 -7

HS&B Student Non-response Rates by School Type, Cohort.and School Program

School Type General Academic Vocational Other Total

Sophomores

Non-alternative, non-
Hispanic public schools .0497 (458) .0365 (221) .0482 (207) .1235 (286) .0536 (1172)

Non-alternative,
Hispance public schools .0480 (66) .0481 (33) .0675 -(48) .1383 (65) .0656 (212)

Li

Alternative schools .0564 (19) ..0403 (10) .0778 (14) .109 (28) .0745' (71)

Non-public, non-
1

Catholic schools .0249 (5) .0334 (20) .0000 (0) .1455 (16) .0439 (41)

Non-public, Catholic
schools .0336 (27) .0290 (46) .0324 (6) ;70821 (11) .0333 (90)

Total .0482 (575) .0360 (330) .0510 (275) .1262 (406) .0534 (1586)

Seniors

Non-alternative, non-
Hispanic public schools .0639 (197) .0410 (116) .0669 (153) .1492 (88) .063() (554)

Non-alt6rnative
Hispanic public Schools .0746 (50) .0498 (21) .0681 (29) .1132 (6) .0675 (106)

Alternative school's ..0857 (9) .0560 (7) .0851 .(4) .0909 (1) .0729 (21)

Non-public, non-
Catholic schools .1167 (7) .0543 (12) ..0556 (1) .2105 (4) .0755 (24)

Non-public, Catholic
schools .0942 (18) .0357 (26) .0541 (4) .1739 (4) .0512 (52)

Total .0684 (281) .0421 (182) .0670 (191) 1480 (103) - .0632 (757)

Note: Proportions represent the lion-r.sesponse rate within school type. The
number of non-resimnding students within school type.

frelfuencie (in Parenthesis) are the

188 *189
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Table 2B-8
HS&B Student Non-response Rates by School Type, Cohort and SES Trichotomy

School type Lowest Middle Mighest

Sophomores

Non-alternative, non-
Hispanic public schools .0484 (256) .0402 (380 .0474 (200)

Non-alternative, Hispanic
public schools .0446- (61) .0534. (54) .0568 (18)

Alternative schools .0565 (16) .0669 (17) .0482 (8)

Non-public, non-Catholic
schools .0638 (3) .0046 (1) -.0362 (20).,

Non-public, Catholic
schools .0466 (20) .0249 (30) .0302 (27)

Total .0480 (356) .0397 (489) .0444 (273)

Seniors

Non-A4ternative, non-
Hispanic public schools .0650 (204) .0517 (180) .0457 (66)

Non-alternative, Hispanic
public,schools .0681 (61) '.0690 (34) .0248 (3)

Alternative'schools .0916 (12) .0562 (5) .0000 (0)

Non-public, non-Catholic
schmls- .0667 (3) .0556 (5) .0736 (12)

Non-public, Catholic
schools, .0536 (14) .0466 (19) .0518 (16).

Total .0658 (294) .0532 (.243) .0465 (97)

Note: Proportions represent th non-response rate within school type.

are the number of non-ret )onding-students within school type.

190

Other/Unknown Total

.1202 (329)

.1474 (79)

.1200 (30)

.1491 (17)

.0718 (13)

.1226 (468)

.1433 (104)

.1429 (8)

.1667 (4)

.2000 (4)

.0789 (3)

.1424 (123)

.0536 (X172)

.0534 (1586)

.0675 (106)

..0656 (212)

.0745 (71)

.0439 (41)

.0333 (90)

.0630 (554)

.0729 (21)

.0755 (24)

.0512 (52)

.0632 (757)

The frequencies in parenthesis)



Table 2B-9-
HS&B Student Non-response Rates by School Type, Cohort and Test Quartile

School type Lowest

Non-alternative, non
Hispanic public schools

Non-alternative, Hispanic
public schools

Alternative schools

Non-public, non-Catholic
schools

,Non-public, Catholic
schools

Total

.0593 (270)

.0542 (58)

.0520 (12)

.0682 (3)

.0634 (22)

I
.0584 (366)

Middle Highest

Sophomores

.0408 (376) .0324 (153)

.0565 (67) .0194 (6)

.0590 (16) .0379 (5)

.0271 (6) .0266 (12)

.0300 (40) .0148 (12)

05) .0293 (188).0413

Non-alternative, non-
Hispanic public schools

Non-alternative, Hispanic
public schools

Alternative schools

Non-public, non-Catholic
schools

Non-public, Catholic
schools

Senior

.0767 (189) .0529 ( .0293 (48)

.0789 ,(50) .0616) (36) .0296 (5)

.0805 (7) .0517 (6) .0455 (2)'

.0952 (2) .092.1 (7) .0282 (4)

.1188 (12) .0514 (27) .0280 19)

Total .0786- (260) '.0544 (252) .0294 (68)

Other/Unknown Total

.1099 (373) .05362(1172)

.1211 (81) .0656 (212)

.1233 (37) .0745 (71)

.0922 (20) .0439 (41)

.0755 (16) .0333 (90)

.1100 (527) .0534 (1586.)

.1035 (141) .0630 (554)

.0815 (15) .0675 (106)

:144 -(6) .0729:y (21)

.1392 (11) .0755 (24)

.0580 (4) .0512" (52)

.1020 (1774 .0632' (757)

Note: Proportions represent the non-response rate within school type. The frequencies (in parenthesis)
are the number of non-responding students within school type.
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1

HS&BStudent Non-response
Table 11-10

Ratesby.School Type and Dropout Status (Sophomores Only)
fn.

School Type In School Transfer* Early Grad eDrop Out Total

/qon-atternatives non-
.

Hispanic public schools r44 (829) .0917 (73) .0649 (32) .1232 (238) . .0536 (1172)

Non-alternative,
Hispanic public, schools .0548 (142) .1449 (20Y .0948 (11) .1005 (39) .0656 (21'2)

Alternative schools .0565 (38) .1034 (6) .1026 (4) .1250 (23) .0745 (71)

Non-public, nun- 4".

Catholic -schoOls .0415 (33) .0455 ,(4) .1579 (3) .0323 (1) .0439: (41)
-4 44

Non-public, Gaeh'7101ic,

schools , (60) .0610 (17) .1034 (3) .1538 (10) .0333 (90)

Total .0439 (1102) .0930 (120) .0761 (53) .1196 (311) .0534' (1586)

\Tote:
1

Proportions represent the non-response.rk within school type. The frequencies (in
nusiti&r- of non responding 4t.19ents within schOol type.

No oiiger in school

1

19?,.

4-

"'

t.

parenthesis)

-, 193

are the
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J

APPENDIX 2C:" HS&B Weighted and Unweighted Student

Nonres-gnse Rates by Selected Variables

gs

Note:, Proportions represent the nonresponse rate
within school type. The frequencies (in
parentheses) are the number of nonresponding
students within school type.

194
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Table 2C-IA
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school 5 .1)69t3 ( 3) .0479 ( 3) .0694 ( ) .0658 ( 5) .10-14 (3) .1250 ( 1)
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!ISAR St tulent Nun-llesi
Table 2C -2A

se Ito t es by School Type, Collor t nn.1 Days Absent From School

_ _

Se laglol Type None . 1 -4 5-10 II IS 16-- 20 > 21 01 her /link mom Total

Sophomore

-`
Nilo- a I t etna t I vt. , 4

11I5pan I k publ lc schools .0154 (248) .0446 ( 272) .11466 (161) . (1 5 )1 ( 115) .1010 (62) '4 .0'911 (22) -078(t0( 22) .1322( 21(1) .0536 (1172)

Non 0 I t el oat lye ,
III tspan lc pohl lc st hoot t, .0505 (45) .0468 ( 37) .0579 (31) .0508 ( 241) .0840 ( 10) -..0652 (1) '.04110 ( 62 (62) -0656 (212)

Al t it not I ve schoo .0628 (1 1) .0507 (11) .0521 (8) .0197 (5)-.0690 (2) .0000 (0) .15/9 (3) -1510 (29) .0745, (71)

'Nan wild I,- non 6
Cat Ito) I c ficloutl. .0121 ( 12) .0183 (5) .0446 (5) .0556 (1) .0000 10) .0000 (0), .0000 (0) .1455 (16) .0419 (61)

Non loth! I I. . C.11 ho I I e

tit I is .0225 (28) .0294 (23) .0513 (IN) .0476 (A) .0101 (1) .0000 ( 0) .1250 ( 1 ) .0982 (II) .0111 ( 90)

-4

c-----

lot al .0156 ( 346) .0427 ( 148) .0485 (225) .0520 (151) .0948 (15) .0814 (25) .0711 (128) 4i172(188) .051% I 5116)

s4:11ora

,
Nun .1 I t: OM ye non
111spattic pull le sultOo I s %0451 ( HI)) .0496 (127) .0(;98 (122) .0714 (83) .06'73.( 22) .0776 (9) .01210 (9) .1596 (79) _06)0 ( 554)

Non-altetont Ivo
Illt:panlc publlc schools .0452 (19) .0644 (25) .0605 (21) .0824 (21) .1129 (7) .0331 (1) .1471 '(5) .2600 (7) .0615 (106)

Al I. I` I oat I ve sL boo] .0911' (1) .0241 (2) .1186 (7) .0667 (2) .0526 (I) .0000 (0) .2000 (I) :14909 ( ) '.0129 (21)
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rota) .0481 (154) . .0496 (175) .0687 ( 162) .011)5 ( 109) .0816 ( 35) .0617 (It)) .0911 (17) .1616 (95) - .1)612 (757)

Not e: l'invepot t hIts I: C1,1 t'S eta I. Ite 11011-1 esponne rate within school type. The f requenc len (In parenthesis) ate the numyr of non-t eapontl ng tiludents ttllhln school, t v1,0
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I

.School Type None
c--

USAR St Student Ut fuht ed Non-Response

Totil e 2C-211

Rat es by School Type Cohort wind Days Absent From School

0

To 1 ..1 i1-2 ) 3-4 5-10
......._

)1-15
...._

16-20 > 21
_IL_

Other/Unknown

So I' ill) ea

______.-

Cl sat ive, mat-

III 1'° it pub! lc so. boo 1 s .0015 (36695) A1475 (40086) .0 51 6 -"( 2.5 76 1 ) A1551 (17625) .1041 ( 9482) .1125 (4 4 10) .0814 (3403) .1548 (/3911(i) .0649 ( 211468)

Non -allet not ive,

hispanic public .0549 (1601) .0465 (122(i) .1)616 (1 249) .0491 (69 )) ( 344) .0511 (81) .0514 ( 96) .1886 (4919) .0835 (10207 ).'"

Alt el not Ivo school s :0873. (501) .0499 (.285) .05 10 ( 216) A1496 1185) .0882 (73) .0000 ( (1) .1471 (80) .2856' (1299) .1415 (4659)
<- ..,

Non-ImblIc, ono.
It hal ic school .0)48, (1124). .0)82 ( 1400) .1)111 (571) .6254 ( 322) ..0000 (0) .0001) ( 0) .0000 ( 0) .1182 (29)7) .0525 (6554)

Non pub I It, Co t 114i I ii

seil411
.

.1)169 (1809) .0211 (1117)) .0131 ( 360) .0769 (98/) -.0068 (17) .0000 (0) ,0683 (17) .2153 (2019)\ .0310 (7102)

Tot al .0 170 ( 419 )0)- , .0457 (44861) .0496 (281/6) .0545 (191111) .0992 ( 9916) .1068 (4512) .0784 (1591i) .1610 (11/181) .063/ ( 239990)

Seniot s

N1111 -0 it VI nil Vt 1.11111

Uisponic public 6(1 1, .041 1 (22)15')) .0455 ( 11541) .1)6.11 ( 2945)) .0672 ( 2 2416) ..0646.(6020) .0802 (2°71) .0528 (1718) .1654 (67764) 707 ( 184 7 46 )

Non a 1 t et not 1 ve

pub l i s hoo 1 sc .064 1 ( 1720) .0526 ( 905) filisvanic.04 / 046) '.06S8 (15!) .0599 (2)1) J)190 ( 19) .1221 (1 10 :2470 (11117) .0942 (8)45)

Alternative schools .0/86 (342) .0051 (36) .12)5 (484) ' .0180 (411) .0244 (31) .0000 ( 0) .5576 (85). .1110 '(903) .0704 (1930)

Non pub lg. c non .
-

Cot hot l c h choo 1 s .0814 (1165) .0634 ( 1 7 4 7 ) . 0 7 2 1 ( 1 396) .0000 ( 0) .2156 ( 708) .0000 (0) .4911 (570) .2197 (4121). .1046 t..f 10909)

Non pub Ii c , C.It h u l l c

tu hoot:: A1102 (1872) A1124 ( 2419) .03/0 ( 916) .0226 (101) .2556 (641) .0000 (0) .0982 ( 05) .1142 (2151) .0410 ( 8615)

,f

Tut al .0415 ( 78959) .0447 ( 16670) .0625 (:17994) .0639 (21516) .0113 ( 7632) .0 ( 1012) .0774 (2604) .1672 ( 79119.) A1101 ( i14545)

Note:' Plopoitloos toptosenl. the non-rosponso I at e within school t ype. The f rectuvoc eu (In pat enthes1s) aro t he number of non -I espondl ng st ndent u within n school typo.
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Table 2C-1A
USLI1 Student Non -tesponoe Rates by Schub). Type, Cohort and Days Tordy.ln School

-1,,

School Typo Hone 1 2 1-4 5-10 11-15 1610 >21. -

Sophomores

,,,
wf 'Non-alternative, non- .

. 1

Hispanic puhlic schools .015'(312) :0473 (20)) .0561(151) .06)6 (101) .0617 (28) .0631 (11) .0756

Non-altotnafive.

U1spanic public schools .0509 (62) :0474 (31) .0554 (25) .0656 (17) .0617 (5) .0625 (1) .0476

Altrsalve bchoola .0720 (10) .0355 (7) .0493 (7) .0600 (6) .114) (4) .0000 (0) .0476

Non-public, non-Catholic
bmi Is .0096 (3) -0462 (12) .0214 (3) .0685 (5) .000(1 (n), .0000 (n) .1)3)

\Non-v.41)11c, Catholic
,

schools .0237. (29) .0296 (24) .0543 (17) .0443 (7) .0227 (I) .0476 (I) N0000

total .0362 (424) .0412 (363) .0545(203) .0625 (110) .0597 (38) .0556 (17) .0600

Non 'alternative, non-:
Hispanic public .schools

Non-aIteanative, Hispanic
public schools

Alto:native schoola

Mm-public, non-Catholic
schools

Uon public, Catholic
schools

SenloK 8,

.0435 (128) .0658 (156) .0638 (90) _0704 (66) .0452 (14) .0649 (10) .0698

I
.0481 .(26) .0529 (21) .0751 (22) .11929 (17) -1150 (9) .0345 (1) .1154

4,

.0449 (4) .0448 (3). .11100 (9) ,0488 (2) .0714 (I) .0000 (0)( .1000

v

.0519 (4) .0909 (2) .0758 (5) .0204 (I) .0114 (I) .0000 (0) .1667

?-(-

(

.051)8 (20) .0162 (11) .0857 (12) .0421 (4) .0385 (1) .0714 (1) -.000(1

.0689 (90) ' .0596 (26) .0580 (12) .0753
Total .0450 (182) .0616 (198) .0704(118)

Other/Unknown

_

Total

(111) -13)1 (264) .0516 (1172)

(2) .1713 (61) .0656 (712)

(I) .1489 (28) .0745 (71)

(2) .1468 (16) .0439 (41)

(0) .0982 (II) .0113 (90)

(23) .1384 (380) .0534 (1586)

(554)(12) .1589 (70) .0610

(3) .2250 (7) .0675 (106)

(I) .0909 (I) .0729 (21)

(2) .2105 (4) .0755 (24)

(0) .1250 (1) .0512 (52)

(18) .1615 (93) .0612 (7!,7)

Note: VioportIons represent the non-response rate within school type. The frequencies (In parentheals) ate the number of non-responding students wIthlu school type.
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Table 21-10

IfS614 Weighted Student Non-re4onne Hates by School Type, Cohort and pays Tardy to School

7

School type Hone 1-2 3-4 5-10 - 11-15 16-70 ,>21' OthelAinknown TA al

,

Sophomores

7

'5Non-alretnatIve, nun - A
4

.

Illspaol5 public schwurti .0)811 (46854) .0520 (432'59) .0597 (23019) .0665 (15957) -0646 (4151) .0709 (2167) .0825 (3142) .1557 (72920) .0649 2211468)

Nuo-alreonnilve,

Hispanic public srhoolo A17' (7154) .0503 (1288) .0652 (981) .0639 (546) .0611 (181) .0644 (106) .0588 (86) .1915 (4865) .0835 (10207)

-Alternative nchoul .0937 (612) .0342 (195) x.059) (229) .0619 (178) .1002 (117) .0000 (0) -0644 (41) .2870 (3266) .1415 (4659)

Non-pubLic. non- .

Catholic achools .'

e.

.0191 (71)) .0362 (118)) .0256 (503)

,,

.0971 (1052) .0000 (0) .0000 (0) .0561, (165) .1003 (2917) .0525 (6554)

Hon-public. Catholic
schools .0168 (17j6) .0244 (1790) .0311 (797) .0537 (602) .0314 (12§) .01)6) (8) .0000 (0) .2151 (2039) .0310 (7102) - I

)local .0173 (52089) .0493 (4,77101 _0569 (25528) .0671 (18)161 .0611 28) -0627 (2281) _0753 (3416) .1621) (3436) ,0637 (2)9990)
C)

\,off CIN

Seniors

_. --is L_
Non all(Anttivc.,

Hispanic public schools

Hon-alleinstIve,
Hispanic public school's

.0447

.0215-

(16215)

(19/0)

.0539

.0434

(32915)

(728)

.0605 (22077)

..

.0409 (692)

.0660

.0799

(15793)

(681)

.0346

.0876

(29524

(317)

.0874 (3999)

.0129 (15)

.0625

.0656

(3150)

(105)

.165) (67645)

14 (18)7)

.0707

.0942

(184746)

(8345)

tt

.
t.

Altern4ve schools .0421 (260) .0598 (210) .0080 (193) .0196 (58) .0219 (21) .0000 r (0) .0762 0 (85) .1206 (90)) .0704 (19)01.
, 4

Non-public, nun-
Catholic schools .0)82 (774) .1183 (2866) .1110 (2147) .0071 (98) .0425 (125) .0000' (0) .1771 (576) .22.52 (4)21) .1046 (109(19)

Hon public. Catholic
schools .0418 (3155) .0197 (1099) .0496 (119(1) 0201 (285) .1070 (610) .0032 (10) .0000 (0) .1099 (2245) .04)0 (86111

7

Total .0453 (4217)) .0532 (37819) .0621(26500) 60/ (16916) .0410 (4045) .0111 (4024) .0640 (1916) ,.1673 (78954) .0707 (214545)

Note: Plopottlons represent the non response rate within school typo. The ',frequencies (In parenthesis) are the number of non-responding stud2nits within school type.

0
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-Table 2C-4A

Hg' ,
'-,-

&BStudent,Non-response Rates by School Type Cohort and "Worked
.

for Pay Last Week-
_ q

School Type Yes No Other/Unknown,

/

Sophomor'es

Total

Non-alternative, non-
Hispanic public schools (4' .0493 (415) .0429 (489) .1309 (268) .0536 (1172)

Non-alternative, Hispanic
public schools .0594. (55) . .0491 (95) .1662 (62) .0656 (212) '

4
Alternative schools .0621 (18) .0520 (25) .1538 (28) .0745 (71)

Non-public, non-Catholic
schools .0283 (8) .0314 (17) .1481 (16) .0439 (41)

'Non-public, Catholic
schools .0309 (31) .0303 (48) .0932 (11) .0333 (90)

Total .0482 (527) .,.0422 (674k .1361 (385) .0534 (1586)

Seniors

f

Non-alternative, non-
Hispanic public schools .0551 (275) .0605 (201) .1628 (78) .0630 (554)

Non-alternative, Hispanic
public schoolS

Alternative schools

Non-public, non-Catholic
schools

Non-public, Catholic
schools

,0651 (5.4) .0640 (46) .2609 (6) ,0675 (106)

.0612 (9) .0758 (10) .2222 -(2) .0729 (21)

/

.0438 (6) .0807 (13) .2500 (5) .0755 (24)

.0380 (2-1) .0636 (28) .1304 (3) .0512 (52)

Total .0548 (365) .0624 (298) .1697 (94) .0632 (751).

Note: Proportions represent the non-response rate within school type. The frequencies
(in parenthesis) are the number of non-responding students within school type.
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Table 2C-4B

HS&B Weieted Student Non-response Rates by School Type, Cohort.and "Worked For Pay Last Week"

School Type *Yes No .Other /Unknown Total

'Sophomores

Non-alternative, non-
Hispanic public schools

Non-alternative, Hispanic
public schools

Alternative schools

Non-public, non-Catho!Uc
schools

Non-public, Catholic
schools

Total

fi

Non-alternative, non-
Hispanic public schools

Non-alternat ve, Hispanic
public sch is

Alternative schools

Non-public, non-Catholic
schools

Non-public, Catholic
schools

Total

.0540 (64367)

.0636 (1.998)

.0717 (578)

.0141 (614)

.0235 (2345)

.0508 (69903)

.0517 (73085)

.0459 (73316) .1554 (73785)

41.

.0512 (3313) t .1876 (4896)

4593 (806) .2907 (3275)

.0460 (3002) .1803 (2937)

.0229 (2717) .1979 (2039)

.0447 (8J155) .1613 (86932)

Seniors

v

.0554 (44043) .1667 (67618)

.0623 (2383)

.0392 (467)

.0562 (2266)

.0329 (3799).

.0506 (81999)

.0623 (2209) .2507 (3753)

.0578 (475) .1352 (988)

.0922 (4064) .2303 04579)

.0398 (2571) .1108 (2245)

.0564 (53362) .1692'(79185)

.0649

.0835

(211468)

(10207)

.1415 (4619)

.0525 (6554)

.0310 (7102)

.'0637 (239990.)

.0707 (184746)

.0942 (8345)

.0704 (1910)

0

.1046 (10909)

i.0430 (8615)

.0707 (214545)

Note: Proportions represent the non-,response rate within school t pe. The frequencies (in
parenthesis) are the number of non-responding students within school type.
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Table 2C-5g

11S &B Student Non-r6:sponsq Rates by School Type, Cohort and -Suspended or on Probation-

-

School Type Yes No Other/Unknown Total

Sophomores

Non-alternative, non
HispaniL public schools

Non-alCernatiVe, Hispanic
public schools

Alternative schools

Non-public, non - Catholic

schools

. Non-publia3, Catholic
schools

Total

Non-alternative, non-
Hispanic public schocils

Non-alternative, Hispanic
public schools

Alternative schools

Non-public, non-Catholic
schools

Non-puklic, Catholic
school

4

Total

..0627 (140) .0422 (697)

.0616 (17) .0494 (119)

. .0536 (6) .0554 (32)

.0735 (5) .0261 (19)

.0255 (6) .0305 (69)

.0595 (174) .0416 (936)

Seniors

.0836 (85) .0500 (348)

.0763 (10) .0632 (87)

.1000 (4) .0622 (14)

.1351 (5) .0541 (14)

.0756 (9) .0479 (41)

.0841 (113) .0520 (504)

.1074 (331)

.1387 (76)

.1255 (33)

1250 (17)

.0725 (15)

.1114 (476)

1

.1498 (121)-

.1429 '(9)

.1304 (3)

.2273 (5)

.6488, (2)

.1463 (140)

.0536 (1172)

.0656 (212)

.0745 .(71)

.0439 (41)

.0333 (90)

.0534 (1586)

.063,0 (554)

.0675 (106)

.0729 (21)

.0755 (24)

.0512 (52)

.0632 (757)

Note: Proportions represent the non-response rate within school type. The frequencies
(in parenthesis) are the number of non-respOnding students within school type.
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Table 2C-5B
HS&B Weighted Student Non--response Rates by School Type, ,COort and "Snspended or on Probation"

School Type Yes No Other/Onknopd

-
r

Sophomores

INIon-alternative, non-

Hispanic public schools .06411'' (20894) , .0459 (105962) .1352

Non-alternative,
1114ante public schools .0102 (668) .0519 (4201) .1677

4'.

Alternative school.. .0601 (229) .0628 (971) .253T

oupublic, non-
Catholic schools .0515 (604) .0272 (2488) :1603

Non-public, Catholic
scilools .0250 (453; .0231 (4563) .1537

N.,

Tocal .0618 (22847) .0439 (118185) --I .1401

k

-1

Seniors

Non-alternative, non-
Hispanic public schools .0807 (2)8066) .0461 (86406) .1629

Non-alternative,
;

Hispanic ppblic schools
_

.0641 (4477) .0622 (4027). .2283

Alternative schools .0634 (2956) ).0380 (556) .1327

Non-public, non-
Catholic schools :1830 (19322) .0601 (4398) .2230

d
Non-public, Catholic\
schoolsk .0485 (10956) .0355 (3405) .0828

To

_75

.0812 (255767) .0463 (100791) .1630

Total

(84612) .0649 (211468)

(5318 .0835 (10207)s,

(345 .1415 (4659)

.0525 (6554)

(2086)- .0310 (7102)

(98958) .0637 (239990)

(76533) :0707 (184746) .

(3811) .0942- (8345)-

(1079) .0704 (1930)

.4579)---, .1046 (10909)

(2115) .0430 (8615)

(88118) .0707 (214545)
I

.Noter Proportions represent the '? -response rate within school. type. The frequencies (in riarenthesis)
are the number of non-responding students within school type.
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Table 2C-6A
USIA Student Non-response Rates by School ype, Coho t and Cut Classes Now ;mid Then

---

School Type

Non -alternative, non-
Hispanic public schools

Non-alternarive,
Hispanic public schools

Alternative schools

Non-public, non-
Catholic schoo

Aun-public, Catholic
schools e

$

... _...___

Total

-4

Non-alternative, non-
Hispanic public schools

Non-alternative,
Hispanic {)u111 is schools

)

Alternative schools/

Non-public., non-

Gnthollc schools

Non-public, Catholic
schools

Total

Note:

Yes

Sophomores

Other/Unknown Total

.0628 c330 .0371 (4W , .1080 (338) J0516 (1172)

.0639 (58) .0449 (80) .1360 (74) .0656 (212)

..0736. (22) .0404 (16)
,

.1279 (33) .0745 (71)

*
,......

.0500 (9) .024T (15) .1259 (17) '.0439 (41)-

.0462 (12) .0282 (63) .0704 (15). .0333 - (90)
--% i

.0624 (439) .0361 (670) .1115 (477) .0534 (17586)

Seniors

.0621 (214)- ..0487 (221) .1476 (119) .0630 (554)

.0772 (50) .0539 (46) .V,49 (10) .0675 (1061)

.

.0615 (8) .0662 (9)
,

.1118 (4) .0729 (21)

.0840 (10) .0508 (9) :2273 (5) .0755 (24)

.0606 (12) .0487 (38) .0526 (2) .0512 (52)

.0648 (294) .0498 (323) .1461 (140) .0632 (757)

Proportions represent the non-respon se rate within school type. The frequenies (in parenthestc)
are the number of non-responding students within school type.

211



Table 2C-68
HS6,11 V.kkighted.Student Non-response Rates by,,School Type, Cohort and Cut Classes Now and Then

School Type

Non-alternative, non-
hispan1c public schools

Non-alternative, Hispanic
pubLic schools

Alternative schools

Non-public, non-Catholic
schools

'Non-public, Catholic
schools

Total

Non-alternative, non-
Hispanic public schools

Non-alternative, Hlspanic"
public schools

Al t ernat l ve schools .

Non-public, non-Catholic
schools

Non-public, Catholic
schools

Total

Yes No II' Other/Unknown f

Sophomores

.0674 (53551) .0396 (72962) .1356
,

.0666 (2060) .0481 (,064) .1662

.0j107 (710) .0460 (490) .2564

.0410 (1157) .0258 (1935) .1602

.0545 (1300) .01'44 (3715) .1514

.0663 (58778) .0376: (81966) .1404

Seniors

.0570 (57039) .0449 (51392) .1625

.0757 (2329) .0507 (2061) .2299

.0294 (312) :0521 (450 .1435

.1091 (4066) .0493 (2264) .2170

.0607 (2590) .0296 (3910) .0834

.0592 (66337) .0438 (60081) .1627

(84955)

(5283) .135 (10207)

'(3459) .1415 (4659)

Total

.0649 (211468)

(3462) .0525 (6554)

(2086) .0310 (7102)

(99246) .0637 (239940)

(76314) .0707 (184746)

(3955) .0942 (8345)

(1164) .0704 (1930)

(4579) .1046 (10909)

(2115) .0430 (8615)

(88128) .0707 (214545)

Note: Proportions represent the non response rate within school type. .The frequencies (in parenthesis)
are the number of non-responding students within school type.
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Table 2C-7A

US&B Student Non-response Rates by School Type, Cohort and "Interested in School"

School Type Yes No Other/Unknown Total

Sophomores

Non-alternative, non'
Higpanic public sehool

Non-alternative, His
Public schools

Alternative schools

Non - public non-Cathol
schools

Non-public, Catholic
schools

Total

Non-alternative, non-
Hispanic public schools

Non-alternative, Hispanic
public schools

'Alternative schools

Non-public, non-Catholic
schools

Non-public, Catholic
schools

Total

.0408 (583) .0576 (254) .1054 (335) .0536

.0502 (110) .0553 (27) .1356 (75) .0.656

.0532 (31) .0631 (7) .1274 (33) .0745

.0285 (19) .0388 (5) .1232 (17) .0439

.0296 (60) .0304 (14) . .0727 (16) .0333
....

.0406 (803) .0549 (307) .1095 (476) .0534

$eniors

.0505 (311) .0650 (117) .1509 (126) .0630

.0650 (82) .0615 (15) .1364 (9) .0675

.0658 65) .081-1 (3) .1304 (3) .0729

.0602 (15) .0833 (4) .2381 (5) .0755

.0532 (43) .0414 (7) .0513 (2) .0512

.0536 (466) .0635 (146) .1474 (145) .0632

(212)

(1586)

(554)

-(106)

2757)

Note: proportions /represent the non-response rate within school type. The frequencies
parenthesis) are the number of non-responding students within school type.

%
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Table 2C-7B
HS&B Weighted Student Non- response Rates by School Type, Cohort and "Interest in School"

School Type Yes No Other/Unknown Total

Sophomores

Non-alternative, non-
Hispanic public schools

Non-alternative, Hispanic
public schools

Alternative schools

Non-public, non-Catholic
schools

Non-public, Catholic
schools

.0447 (89344) .0595 (37368) .1337 (84756) .0649 (211468)

.0548 (4007) .0498 (840) .1663 (5360) .0835 (10207)

, .0597 (980) .0740 (220) .2553 (3459) .1415 (4659)

.0309 (2462) .0284 (629) .1506 (3462) .0525, "(6554)

.0225 (3787) .0263 (1223) .1426 (2091) .0310 (7102)

Total .0430 (100579) .0562 (40281) .1382 (99129) .0637 (239990)

Seniors

Non-alternative, non-
Hispanic public schools .0450 (70e85) .0647 (37634) .1619 (77027) .0707 (.84746)

Non-alternative, Hispanic
public schools

Alternative schools

Non-public, non-Catholic
schools

Non-public, Catholic
'schools

c.

.0693 (3917) .0375 (557) .2248 (3871) .0942 (8345) ,

.0540 (787) .0133 (64) .1336 (1079) .0704 (1930)\

.0673 (4488) .1080 (1841) .2230 (4579) ;1046 (10909)

.0353 (4754) .0434 (1746) .0829 (2115) .0430 (8615)

Total .0459 (84031) .0635 (41842) .1621 (88671) .0707 (214545)

Note:

4,

Proportions represent the non-response rate within school type. The frequencies (in

parenthesis) are the-number of non-responding students within school type:
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School Typo

Non-all etnative, non-
Hispanic public schools

Non-alternative, Hispanic
public schools

Alternative schools

Noopublic, 000-Cstholic-
schools

'Non-public, Catholic
schools 0

Nun -all el oat 1,11..

Hispanic pobic schools

1,109-sheens! ive, Hispanic
4x:1104c schools

AltetoatIrs schools

Non -p.611c, non-Catholic
act Is -

Noo public, Catholic
schools

Total

Note;

)
Table 2C-8A

!ISMS Student n-- response Rateu by School Type, Cohort and F.docatcrl Aspirations

Vocational
< High School High School School

Diploma Diploma <2 Yearn

Vocational
School

)2 Yearn

1

College
<2 Years

College
>2 Yeats

Sophomores

College
Degtee

Hooters Doctorate Other/Unknown Total

.0585 (42) .0444 (347) .0518 (54) .0401 (57) .04/9 (10) .0403 (103) .0373 (96) .0495 (10) -0452' (18) .1041 (155) .0536(1172)

.0148 (4) .0443 (47) .0559 .0112 (7) .0427 (10) .1,3552 (20) .0683 (22) .0025 (8) .0137 (3) .1181 (01) .0656 (212)

.0294 .0615 (n) -035/ (1) .0492 (3) .0164 (I) .0/14 (8) .0299 (4) .0270 (I) .1667 (5) .1111 (15) .0145 (71)

1 1
.0556 (I) .0161 (2) .0000 (0) .041 (4) _0000 (0) .0469 (6) .0291 19) .0133 (1) .0488 (2) .1340 (19) .0439 (Al)

N.>.0702 (4) .0321 (19) .0132 (1) .0221 (4) .0280 (7) .0289 (13) 0°.0209 (11) .0342 (5) :0625 (6) .0766 41(18) ,-0133 (90)

.0552 (52) .043/ (427) .0489 (64) .0319 (72) .0427 (88) s.416 $150) .0364 (144) .0460 (45) -0520 (34) .1126 (510) .0534(1506)

Seniors

tti
J1113 (4) .0652 (162) .0807. (39) .0656 (51). :0541 (24) .0437 (50) .03110 (611) .0496 (19) .0361 (9) .1401 (125) .0610 (554)

.1250 (2) .0611 (24) .0550 (6) .08/2 (IS) .0073 (11) .0662 (18) .0(516 (16) .0241 (.2) .1116 (5) .0811 (7) .0675 (106)

.0000 (0) .0926 (5) .0000 (0) .1051 (2), .1250 (2) .0750 (3) .0506 (4) .0070 (2) .0000 (0) .1200 (1) .0729 (21)

.0000 (0) .1)943 (5) .11909 (I) .0417 (I) .0000 (0) .0222 (I) .0416 (5) .0661 e) .1/65 (3) .2500 (6) .0155 (24)

4

.0000 (0) .0/27 (0) .1034 (3) .0435 (3) .0000 (0) .0619 (13) .0131 (12) .0526 (5) :OM (5) .0750 (3) .0512 (52)

N1377 (6) .0660 (204) .075/ (49) .06/9 (72) .0589 (37), :049I (93) .0408 (10(1) .0489 cm .0508 (22) .1152 (144) .0632 (151)

Pfopoitioos represent the non- response rate within school type. The Itegnencies (in -parenthesis) are the number or non-reapoudIog students within school type.
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School Type

Non-Alternative, non
Hispanic public schools

Non-alternative, Hispanic
public schools

Alternative schools

Non-public. non-qatholic
schools

Hon-public, Cathollc
school

-7--
Tot A.

Not liernative, non

Ilispepa public schools

Non-akternatIve. HispoolC
public schools

Alternative schools

Non-publlc.
schools

Catholic

Non-public, Catholic
schools

A -'-

Total

Table 2C-8B
IIS&8 Weighted Student Non-responne Rates by School Type, Cohort sod Educational Aspirations

(High
Diploma (octorate Other/Hukno JJJJ Total

School nigh School
Diploma

Vocational
School

<2 Yenta

Vocational
School

>2 Years

College
<2 Years

Collage
>2 Tents

College
Degree Nesters

Sophomores

.0597 (60)0). .0492 (54985) .0541 (8312) .0459 (9105) .0474 (9754) .0451 (15862) 071,7 (13491) .0419 (419)) .0569 (3185) .1318 (86580) .0649 (211468)

.0)16 (129) .0497 (1774) .0641 (292) .0439 (320) .0351 (270) .0625 (742) .0639 ((.84) .0764 (215) -0354 (110) .1654 (5650) .0835 (10207)

.0246 (25) .0643 (354) .0412 (45) .0385 (62) .0683 (108) _0849 (241) .0313 (115) .0628. (6)) .1874 (1)1) .2516 (3508) .1415 (4659)

.0010 (4) .0111 (304) .0000 (0) .0333 (145) .0000 (0) .0361 (691) .0556 (1415) .0324 (210) _0017 (4) .1660 (1781) .0525 (6554)

A/172 (178) .0128 (1020) .0722 (529) .0021 (31) .0541 (1075) .0212 (803) .014) (116) .0458 (485) .0127 (82) .1173 (2124) A0310 (7102)

.0556 (6)36) .0470 (58437) .0539 (9178) .0426 (9663) .0458 (11207) .0413 (18)45) .0372 (16480) .0477 (5186) .0510 (351)) .1186 (1(11641) .0617 (219990)
c-3

IJ
Seniors cn

.

.0142 (957) .0661 (51076) .0795 (9821) .0473 (8705) .0511 (6098) .0413 (1)536) .0298 (12618) .0355 (3179) .0)74 (2079) .1565 (76614). .0707 (184746)

.0994 (119) .0699 (1501) .0164 (218) .0655 (461) .0808 (387) .0935 (1182) .0392 (408) .0180 (58) .1130 (1)7) .2043 0793) .0942,- (8745)

.0000 (0) ...0371 (184) .0000 (0) .1317 (105) .0857 (112) .0194 (1)) .0441 (207) .0659 (170) .0000 (0) .1245 (1019) .0704 (1930)

.0000 (0) .0875 (1541) .2094 (570) .0696 (570) .0000 (0) .0)81 (570) .0593 (1529) .0129 (8n .1820 (893) .2491 ( 149) .1046 (10909)

.01, (0) .0390 (1286) 0096 (39) .0048 (67) _0000 (0) .074) (2611) .0248 (1520) .0071 (62) .1018 (784) .0886 c2745) .04)0 (8615)

.0)35 (1076) .0654 (55594) .0775 (10650) .0462 (9908) .0481 (6598) -0458 (17972) .0310 (16422) .0321 (3551) .0553 (311940 .1519 (e88nn) .0707 (214545)

Note; proportions teptesent the non-respenme rate within school type. The frequencies (In parenthesis) are the onmber of non-respondi ng student, within school type.
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Table 2C-9A
11568 Stodnt non-Responne Raten by School Type, Cohort nod Expected Hain Activity Year Alter High School

Appren- Trade- Jr. C31ege Collfge College Pork Other
tIceahlp Hilltsry / nAer flcanol (Academic) (Vocalinonl) Full Tlme Petit Tim. Plant

Sophomoren I

Other/nuntnow Total

ttun-n1[crnnllvr,

Hispanic priblic school, ,0514 ( -(1540 ()2) .0521

moo-altetnative,
litspantc,publIc act IN .I1441 (In) .1096 (8) .0426

OR)

(6)

.0461 (1)) .0106

. ()476 (2) .0449

(35)

(7)

.0445 (51)

.0479 (9)

_0428 (41)

.0719 (10)

.01114 (251)

.050) (43)

.0517

.0550

(12) .0476

(6) .0261

(60)

(4)

.1190

.1525

(111) .0516

(79) .0656

(11)2)

(212)

Alternative nchoola .0511 (I(1) .0000 (n) (1) .1000 (I) .0294 (I) .0333 (I) .0270 (1) .0578 (19) .0476 (I) .0571 (2) .1410 (12) .0265 (171)

16rn-imblic, non- INCatholic nchools .1)4)1)1 (4) .0000 (0) .0714 (I) .0000 (0) .1)000 (0) .0400 (I) .0000 (0) -0285 (16) .0000 (0) .0588 (1) .1221 (i6) .41439 (4!)

Non-putlIc, Catholic
aceoals .1118) (1) .0571. (2) .0294 12) .0588 (1) .n261 (3) .0417 (7) .0157 (3) .0276 (41) S.0411 (3) `0615 ( 7) .0419 (14) .013) ( 90)

Total .0489 (165)' .05/2 (62) .0511 (50) .0476 (17) .0313 (46) .0445 (69) .0441 (55) .0129 (172) .0510 (42) A1471 (76) .1215 (417) .11514 (1506)

Sco),:rm

4
Hun-alternative,
Hispanic public schools -0740 (to) Ifl ( 2 2) .1601

Non-alteroative

(57)

4

.0400 (3) .0301 (22) .0)09 (21) ,0544 (28) .0140 (117) .0479 (7) .0/58 (1(.) .1405 (92) .0610 (556)

Hispanic public s.chools .1)51)1 (22) .1133 (6) .1455 (8) .0000 (0) .0882 (9) .066) (13) .0517 (6) .0518 (21) . (2) .0709 (1) .17116 (In) .0675 (106)

Alteruntive schools .01/0 (2) .1667 (1) .0714 (I) .2500 (I) .1)769 (1) .0000 (0) .000() (0) .0915 (1)1 .0000 (0) .0000 (0) .10000 (2) -0729 (21)

Non-public, mot
Catholic achoo1s .1201) O) .000o (0) .0000 (n) .noon (n) .nonn (0) ".0269 (I) .2222 (2) .0650 (I)) .0000 (0)1, .0000 (o) (5) .0755 (24)..2011)

,
non-public, Catholic

/

1(52)
.achools .1)6116 (6) .0000 (0) .1667 (2) .5000 (1) .0294 (I) .0313 (3) .0511 (2) .0502 (3)) .0714 (1) .0556 (1) .0645 (2)t .0512

Total .1)/03 (200) .1128 (29) .1604 (68) m526 (5) .0444 (11) .0126 (40) .0551 (111) -.0447(201) .0476 (10) .0694 (20) .1412 (III) .0612 (757)

not Propottions represent the non-tesponse rate tilthin act 1 type. Tbe frequencies (to pnwenthesin) are the number of nun real ling students within school type.
as

01116"
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School rype

Table 2C 911

iiSkri Se ,.dent Weight e4 0.,n .Posi lllll se Rat en by School 1 ypc, Cohort .n.1 Ex pert ed On In Act lvi ty Ye sr At After Nigh School

Wr k Ful 1 Appr en- home Ti n4e- ii. Col lege Co 1 typo College Work Other

11 we ii cenhl p HI lit nry linker Schnnl ( Acsde.10 (Vocal tonal) Full Mae Par t Time Fl nun

Sophomnres

0ther/tinknowe Total

Non-alternative, nen.

illapnolr public ti(honl9 .0567

Non-alternative,
hispanic politic schools .0489

Aleetnat schools AISSO

Non- pub! lc, oon

Catholic schools .04 18

NowimblIc, Catholic
schools .11 )12

(47941) .0521

( 1411) .1191

( 29 0 .0000

( 767) .0000

(1177) .0632

(4422)

(( 304)

(0)

(0)

( 243)

.0617 (63)5) .0189 (1632) .0286 (4566) .0462 (7544) .0510

.1)456 ( 220) .0392 (54.0568 ( 287) .0)87 (252) .0792

.1960 (172) .0986 (3)) .0210 (20 .0307 (31) .0 00

.0012 (3) .0000 (0) .0000 ( 0) .0289 (157) .0000

.0027 ( 14) .002) (4) .0144 ( 16) .0158 (1119) .0240

(72)8) .0404 (3644)) .0645 (5184)

(160) .0538 (1516) .0684 (259)

(41) .0686 R (573) .0390 ( 25)

(0) .0405 (2318) .0000 ( 0)

(170) .1)204 (2481) .0511 (185)

.05)4

.021)

.0775

.0407

.02)0

( 41749)

( 1(17)

(61)

( 37(1)

(225)

1418 (80215)

.17)5 ( 5418)

.2660 ( )41p)

.1454 (2917)

(2076)

111/4

.0649

.08)5

.1415

.0525

.0110

(2114(.8)

(10207)

(4659)

( 6554)

(7102)

4

8

1

CI
1

CO

I '

x -11152 ( 51587 ) 0529- -49-69 561 ( 6744 ) 0366- a .0 -211-0-1-ST110) 71-1-45'4111-1-Th* 41131) -:IMPFPric-0 .1150R 11-6517) .1 ARO -(17,11-56 ) -.116-3T -( -2 19990)

Senior s

Non- site root 1 ve ono

Hi spout c rob) lc school s .0684

Non al ter net lye

Hi span 1 e 3i,uhIIc sc .0 566

AtIcs gin( lye scl ho .1012

Non public., non

Catlin! lc A choo I .0971

Non -pub! 1 c Cn t boll c

schools .0308

Total .11665
.

(4641)) .1077

I

( 1)0(,) .1209

(112) .05)1

(924) .0000

(1011) .00(1n

( 6157)

(184)

(14)

(0)

(0)

swqr,

.1653 (12778) .0314 ( 764) .0353 (48)6) .0269 ( 5210) .0482

.1790 ( 340) .0000 (0) .0695 ( 320) .0576 ( S210) .0)06

.2000 (145) .0198 (27) .0354 (40) .0000 (0) .0000

.0000 (0) .0000 (0) .0000 (0) .1095 (570) .2611

Ar
.1)55 4'179) .1156 (42) .0023 (13) .0616 (860) .0825

(6I83) .0119 (24506) .0469 (172!)

.

(I 36) .0618 (11119) .0554 ( 7 0

(0) .06116 (658) .opon (0)

(695) .0762 (3828) .000n (0)

(672) .0)40 ( 3587) .0046 (12)

.0670

.0344

.0000

.0000

6 .0270

(4199)

(102)

(0)

(0)

(l05)

.1593 ( 719)01

.23411 (1976)

.1195 (9)5)

.2102 (4091)

.119/14 (2115)

.0707

.0942

.0704

.'I'066

.04)11

(184746)

(01)45)

(1910)

(10909)

(8615)

(49806) .0987 (6)56) .163) 03442) .0319 (811) .0)39 (5210) .0321 (7181) .0512

ie

(7686) .0156 (A468) .0412 (1803)
1

.0510 (4405) .1612481857) .0707 (214545)

Hotel Propoi t loos t cprenent noo- response 111&C within school type. The f requencies (In pnrent hen 1 n) are the ot her of mut-responding students wit 14 n gehool type.
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School Type

Table 2C-10A .)

HS&B Student Non-Response Rates by School Type, Cohort and Plan to Co to CnOsiege

Next Year In 2 Years
Don't

> 2 Years No Know Other /Unknown Total

Sophomores

Non alterostive, non-
Hispanic public schools .0376 (309) .0523 (118) .0444 (19) d .0544 (149) .0442 (165) .0915 (412) .0536 (1172)

Non alternative,
Hispanic publisc schools

1

.0578 (70) .0354-, (13) .0112, (I) .0769 (17)

1

.0368 (22) .1190 (89) .0656 (212)

Alternative acfools .0608 (22) .0390 (3) .1250 (2) .0526 (3) .0515. (7) .1115 (34) .0745 (71)

Non-public, non- .3
Catholic schools .0248 (15) .0635 (4) 4.0000 (0) .0000 (0) .0294 (2) .1258 (20) .0439 (41)

Non-public, Catholic -

schools .0273 (46) .0311 (7) .111) (3) .0189 (2) .0332 (9) .0590 (23) .0333 (90)

Tots! .0382 (462) .0485 (145) .0440 (25) .0543 (171) .0427 (205) .0947 (578) .0534 (1586) (-)

1-4

VD
Seniors

Non-alternative, non- a

Hispanic public schools .0374((164) .0564 (29) .1115 (30) .0774 (105) .0117 (67) .11'02 (159) .0630 (554)

Non alternative
Hispanic public schools .0582 (51) .0614 (7) .0600 (3) .0952 (18) .0599 (10) .0977 (17) .0675 (106)

i r
Alternative schools .0618 (II) .2121 (3) .0000 (0) .0000 (0) .0588 (1) .1224 (6) .0729 (21)

Non-public, non- le"\.

Catholic schools .0569 (12) .1815 (1). .3333 (I) .0417 (1) .1000 (2) .1136 (5) .0755 (24)

Non-public, Catholic
schools -0427 (33) .2059 (7) .0625 (I) .0500 (2) .0227 (1) .0734 (8) .0517 (52)

Total .0422 (271) .0711 (49) .1000 (35) .0773 (126) .0158 (AI) .1072 (195) :0632 (757)

111

Note: Ptoportions represent the non-response rate within school type. The frequencies (in parenthesis) are the number of noollrespond14 students
within school tyur.
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School Type
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Table 2C-1011

WeLghted Student Non-Response Rates by School Type, Cohort and Plan to Co to College

Next Year In 2 Years
Don't

> 2 Years No Know Other/Unknown Total

Non-alternative, non-
Hispanic pub.lic schools

Non-alternative,
Hispanic public schools .

Altetnative schools

Non-public, non-
Catholic schools

Non-public, Catholic
schools

Total

Non-alternative, non-
hispanic public schools

.Non-alternative
hispanic public schools

Alternative schools

Non public, non-
Catholic schools

Non-public, Catholic
schools-,

Total

Sophomores

.0397 (44963) .0570 (18998) .0458 (2824) .0564 (21819) .0 .0513 (27666) .1173 (95199) .0649 (211468)

.0585 (2357) .0413 (486) .0140 (4'5) .0851 (674) .0392 (769) .1488 ,(5076) .0835 (10207) I

.0671 (623) .0529 (107) .237.7 (148) .0512 (95) .0491 (208) ..2332 (3479) .1415 (4659)

.0258 (1635) .0404 (480) .0000 (0) .0000 (0) .0246 (355) .1603 (4084) 525 (6554)

.0163 (2314) .6386 (801) .0178 (30) .0430 (545) .0265 (677) .1036 (2734) .0310 (7102)

.0174 (51892) .0550 (20871)
0

.0438 (3046) .0555 (23134) .0492 (29674) .1214 (111372) .0637 (239990) C)
VS

%or

Seniors CD

.0333 (37960) .0606 (8957) .1613*(7130) .0766 (32426) .0662 (14770) .1371 (83503) .0707 (184746) 4

.

.0440 (1691)- .0398 (209) .0577 (134) .1165 (1755) .0542 (362) .2005 (4195) .094/ (8345) ,

.0427 (552) .2690 (140) .0000 (0) .0000 (0) "148 (27) .1189 (1212) .0704 (1930)

IP
.

.
.0677 (3646) .2609 (1709) .0989 (125) .0819- (570) .0507 (280) .1516 (4579) .1046 (10909)

.0298 (3778) 1- 4511. (941) .0475 (95) .0113 (148) .0013 (16) .0908 (3637) .0430 (8615)

.0347 (47626) :0718 (11956) .0972 (7484) .0758 (34899) .06(15454) .1367 (97127) .0707 (214545)

1

n

7
4 Note: P.- )ortions represent the on-response rate within school type. The frequencies (in parenthesis) are the number of non-responding students

w hin school type.
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School type

Table 2C-11A
11S6.13 srodoot Non response Races by school Type, Cohort and Age

Non-alternatIv, non-
Hispanic public schools

Nou-slternative, Hispanic
public schools

Altetnativc ncI In

Non.public, non-Catholic
schools

Non-public, Catholic
schools

Total

15 16

Sr

17 18 19 20 21 22 > 23 0ther/unknewn Total

.1071

.0000

Non-Alternative, non-
Hispanic public schools

Non-alternative, Hispallic
public schools

Alternative schools

Non-public, non-Catholic
schools

Non- public, Catholic

schools

.0968

Total _

Note: Ptopurtions-11/iTresent the

227,

Sophomores

(3) .0580 (4) .0370.0370 (347) a0467 (376) .0782 (68) .1091 (12) .0000 (0) .2500 (1)

(0) .0000 (0) .0494 (58) .0413 (49) .0948 (20) .0857 (3) .0000 (0) .0000 (0)

'.0000 (0) .0300 (9) .0772 (21) .0842 (8) .0667 (I) .1250 (I) .2000 (1)

.0909 (1) .0258 (12) .0301 (9) .0)70 (I) .000 (0)

-0476 (I) .0259 (40) .0318 (27) .0962 (5) .3333 (1)

(3) -0451 (6) .0362 (466) .0452 (482) .0813 (102) .1037 (17) .0345 (1) .1518 (2)

Seniors

.0667 (I) .0492 (3) .0421 (1731 .0677 (223) .0838 (29) .0909 (4)

.0000 (0) ,0400 (I) .0599 (40) .0671 (45) .0654 (7) .2222 (4)

.0000 (0). .0000 (0) .00)3 (10) .0659 (6) .0000 (0) .00(1 0 (0)

1.1429 (I) 40452 (7) .0794 (10) _0000 (0)

.0000 (0) .0000 (0) _0497 (29) .0506 (IR) .0q09 (I) .0000 (0)

.0526 (I) .0420 (5) .0459 (259) .0666 (102) .0758 (31) .1159 (8)

nun repponne rate witliirt school type. The frequencies (In parenthesis) sic the number of non-responding, students

.1131

.3333

.0000

.0000

.1714

.1071

.0000

1i
.109

.0000

.0000

.1042

(2) .1082 (159) .0536 (1177)

(4) .1111 (18) .0656 (212)

(0) .1261 (30) .0745 (71)

.1185 (10) .0439 (41)

(0) .0681 (16) .0311 (90)

)4

(6) .1111(501) .0514 (1586)

(3) .1320 (118) .0630 (554)

(0) .1104 (9) .0675 (106)

/
q.) '.1481 (4) .0729 (21)

(1) .2174 (5) .0755 (24)

(0) .0851 (4) .0512 (52)

(5) .1112 (140) .06)2 (157)

iT

1)

ulthin school type.
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Table 2C-11B

Weighted Student Non-reuponne gateo by School Type, Cohort and Age

School type 15 16 I7 IA 19 20 21 22 > 23 nthet/linlmoon Total

Sophomore°

m

Non-alternative_ non
Hispanic public schools .1129 (560) .05)4 (562) .0391 (51070) .0514 (58816) .0910 (11967) .1040 (1623) .0000 (0) .2426 (116) .1781 (367) ..1332 (86189) .0649 (211468)

Non-alternative, iltspanic
public schools .0000 (0) .0000 (0) .0506 (1930) .0403 (1613) .1200 (912) .1215 (154) .0000 (0) .0000 (0) .426(1 '(IMI) .1614 (5446) .0835 (10207)

Alternative schools .0000 (0) .0109 (236) .0848 (674) .0933 (207) .1078 (45) .2248 (45) .0989 (22) .0000 (0) .2595 (3351) .1415 (4659)

Mtn-public, non-Catholic
801001d .1428 (157) .0172 (1009) .0358 (1392) .0007 (4) .0000 (0) --- .1931 (3987) .0525 (6554)

Non-public, Catholic
achoola .0068 (5) .0202 (2719) .0291 (2181) .0213 (70) .2248 (4) --- _0000 (0) .1378 ( +2122) .0310 (7102)

Total -12116 (560) .0543 (125) .0)69 (56964) .0495 (64681) .0878 (13258) .1046 (1826) .0157 (45) .1698 (137) .1934 (499) .1385(101295) .0617 (239990)

Seniors 1

INJ

na

Non Alternative, non
Hispanic public art 1s .0277 (102) .0678 (871) .0389 (44095) .0623 (55624) .0859 (6101) 0496 (353) .294-7 (1317) .1559 (76284) .0707 (184746)

Non altetuatIve, Hispanic
public schools .0000 (0) .0495 (39) .0549 (1893) .0712 (2154) .0498 (242) .2101 (145) .0000 (0) .2229 (3871) .0942 (8345)

Alternative schools .0000 (0)1' .0000 (0) .0602 (510) .0419 (275) .0000 (0) .0000 (0) .0387 (40) .1185 (1106) .0704 (1930)

Non- public, non-Catholic
schools .0870 (102) .06)5 (2483) .0881 (3540) .0000 (0) ---- .0000 (125) .2162 (4579) .1046 (10909)

Nun-p001r,
schools .01010 (0) .0000 (0) .0256 (2568) .0522 (3682) .0563 (105) .0000 (0) _0000 (0) .0887 (2261) / .0430 (8615)

Total .0262 (102) .0596 (1092) .0192 (5r549) .0627 (65275) .0007 (6447) .0601 (499) .2511) (1482) .1566 (88101) .0207 (214545)

Note: Propottions tepresent the non-response rate OthIn school type. The frequencleu pmrentheutu) are the number of non-respondIng atudenta withtu school type.
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APPENDIX 3

ESTIMATES OF PROPORTIONS, STANDARD ERRORS, AND DESIGN EFFECTS

Senior Cohort

O

Note: Design effects and root design effects which round
to 0.00 were not'used inscalculating means. The
number of such design effects is given in the last
line of each table.

a.
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-A3-1-

SENIOR COHORT
DOMAIN: ALL STUDENTS
STATISTICS: FOLLOW -UP

to,STATISTIC ESTIMATE SE . [JEFF DEFT

PROP. PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER 0.260 0.006 2.0641 1.4367
PROP. ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE 0.867 0.005 , 2.3550 1.5346
PROP, PLANNING TO FINISH COLLEGE 0.486 0.011 4.6123 2.1476
PROP, SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 0.629 0.011 5.2913 2.3003
PROP. WHOSE MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.142 0.009 7.1608 2.67'60
PROP, WHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.227 0.010 5.9182 2.4327
PROP. MARRIED '0.107 0.006 3.9,326 1.9906
PROP.. EXPECTING CHILD BY 25 0.489 0.010 4.1022 2.0254
PROP. STARTED FIRST JOd '0.48u 0.009 3.4827 1.8662
PROP. EXPECTING unN PLACE BY 24 0.916 0.004 2.2032 1.4843
PROP. COMPLETED FuLL TIME EDUC. 0.136 0.006 30815 1.7837
PROP. WITH HANDICAP 0.070 0.003 1.4873 1.2196
PROP, "SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT" 0.629 0.005 1.6900 1.3746
PROP. "MONEY NOT IMPORTANT" 0.147 0.004 1.3620 1.1671
PROP, "COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP" 0.465 0.007 2.0836 1.4435
PROP. "INEuUALITY IMPORTANT" 0,670 0.007 2.3450 1.5313
PROP. "LEISURE NOT IMPORIANt" 0.013 0.001 0.8024 0.8957
PROP, "GOOD LUCK MORE IMPORTANT" 00,i01 0.004 1.8015 1.3422
PROP, "SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 0-.21%v 0.006 2.1107 1.4528
PROP. "P-LANS NEVER WORK OUT" 0.143 0.005 2.0564 1.4347
PROP, WITH NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF 0.087 0,004 2.0851 1,4440
PROP. WHO WATCH MORE IHAN ONE HOUR OF TV 0.778 0.007 ' 3.1672 1.7797
PROP. EXPECTING NO KIDS 0.098 0.004 1.8800 1.3711
PROP, WITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 0.372 0.007 2.2442 1,4981
PROP, WITH 2 OR MORE SIBS IN H.S. 0.099 0.003 1.0788 1.0387
PROP. HARD OF HEARING 0.012 0.001 0.8896 0.9432
PROP, "PEOPLE GOOF AT WORK" 0.482 0.006 1.90b0 1.3606
PROP. WHO PREFER,PORK 10 SCHOOL 0.513 0.008 2.0107 1.4180
PROP. "JOB ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS" 0.658 0.005 1.8036 1.3430
PROP. wIIH PUSITIvt ATTITUDE TO SELF 0.949 0.003 1.9226 1.3866

MEAN 2.6421 1.5714
STANDARD DEVIATION 1.4993 0.4227
MEDIAN 2.0843 1.4437
MINIMUM 0.8024 W.8957
MAXIMUM 7.1608 2.6760
RANGE 6.3584 1.7803

NUMBER OF NONcOmPUTAHLE OEFFS= 0

232
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SENIOR COHORT
DOMAIN: ALL STUDENTS
-STATISTICS: BASE YEAR

STATISTIC, a: ESTIMATE SE DEFF DEFT

PROP. PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER 0.269 0.005 1.3898 1.1769
PROP. ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE 0.803 0.005 1.7442 1.3207
PROP, PLANNING TO FINISH COLLEGE 0,457 0,009 3,6460 1.9094
PROP. SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 0.713 0.009 4.3291 2,0807
PROP, .WHOSE MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.148 0.008 4.9147 2.21b9
PROP, WHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.245 0.011 5.4605 J 2.3366
PROP. MARRIED 0.010 0.002 4.2996 2.0735
PROP. EXPECTING CHILD BY 25 0.523 0.010 4.1513 2.0375
PROP, STARTED FIRST JOB 0.170 0.005 1.8679 1.3667
PROP, EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24 0.004 2.12_30 1.4570
PROP. COMPLETED FULL TIME EDUC. 0.013 0.'001 0.8443 0.9189
PROP, WITH HAiOICAP 0.054 0.003 1.9ido 1.3900
PROP. "SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT" 0.680 0.004' .6952 1.3u20
PROP. "MONEY NOT IMPORTANT"

of
0.11b 0.005 2.7096 1.64'36

PROP, "COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP 1MP" 0.510 0.008 2.8150 1.6778
PROP, "INEUUALITY IMPORTANT" _q.610 0.008 2.9694 1.7232
PROP. "LEISURE NOT IMPORTANT" .021 0.002 2.1837 1.4777
PROP, "GOOD LUCK MORE IMPORTANT" 0.121 0-.004 1.5729
PROP. "SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 0.236 , 0.007 2.7630 1.6622
PROP. "PLANS NEVER AORK OuT" 0,168 0.006 2.4337 1.5600
PROP, WITH NOT MUCH' TO BE PROUD OF 0.110 0.005 2.5033 1.6010
PROP. WHO WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR OF TV
PROP. EXPECTING NU KIDS.

0.848
0.098

0.006
0.005

3.1502
3.03/4

1.7749
1.7428

PROP, wITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 0.314 0.007 2.4426 1.5629
PROP. WITH 2 OR MORE SIBS IN H.S. 0.141 0.005 2.2215 1.4905
PROP. HARD OF HEARING 0.018 o.008 2,4043 1.5506
PROP, "PEOPLE GOOF AT WORK" 0:169 0.005 1.6065 1.2909
PROP, WHO PREFER WORK 10 SCHOOL 0.515 0.007 1.6496 1.3600
PROP. "JOB ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS" 0.787 0.006 2.1037 1.4504
PROP, WITH POSITIVE ATTITUDE TU SELF 0.908 0.006 4.5640 2.1364

MEAN 2.7263 1.6183
STANDARD DEVIATION

3
1.1364 0.3361

MEDIAN 2.4381 1.5614
MINIMUM 0.8443 0.9169
MAXIMUM 5.4605 2.3366
RANGE

. .
4.6162 1.4179

NUMBER OF NONCUmPulABLE DEFFS4 0

233
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SENIOR COHORT
DOMAIN: ALL STUDENTS
STATISTICS: CHANGE

STATISTIC ESTIMATE SE OEFF DEF I

PROP, PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER -0.010 0.006 1.3948 1.1810
PROP. ABLE-TO FINISH COLLEGE 0.066 0.006 2.3539 1.5343
PROP, PLANNING TO FINISH COLLEGE -0.005 0.006 1.9964 1.4136
PROP, SATISFIED wITH LESS THAN C0147EGE ,-0.079 0.006 1.1212 1.3116
PROP. WHOSE MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE -0.001 0.004 2.9678 1.7265
PROP, wHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.002 0.004 2.8944 1.7013
PROP, MARRIED 0.095 0.005 2.6759 1.6358
PROP, EXPECTINt CHILD BY 25 -0.032 0.007 1.4333 1.1972
PROP, STARTED FIRST JOB" 0.247 0.008 1,9769 1.4060
PROP, EXPEC11NG owN PLACE BY 24 0.003 0.006 2.6899. 1.6401
PROP. COMPLETED FULL TIME EDUC. 0.116 0.005 1.9492 1.3961
PROP, WITH HANDICAP 0.015 0.u05 2.4347 1.9'604
PROP, "SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT" -0.047 0.007 2.b132 1.6165
PROP. "MONEY NOT IMPORTANT" 0.030 0.008 4-1780 2.0440
PROP. "COMMUNITY LEAOERSHIP IMP" 0.040 0.008 2.1547 1.4679
PROP, "INEQUALITY IMPORJANT" 0.062 0.010 2.9150 1.7073
PROP, "LEISURE NOT IMPORTANT" -0.009 0.002 1.40781 1.1865
PROP, "GOOD LUCK MORE IMPORTANT" -0.022 0.005 1.5675 1.2600
PROP. "SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" -0.026 0.008 2.3164 1.5220
PROP. "PLANS NEVER WORK OUT" -0.047 0.006 1.5760 1:2562
PROP, WITH NOT MUCH TO 8E PROUD OF 0.005 1.5198 1.2328
PROP, wHO WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOuR'OF TV -9 071 0.007 2.2073 1.4854-1,
PROP. EXPECTING NO KIDS -0.4004 0.005 1.9783 1.4065
PROP. wITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 0.067 0.010 3.3226 1.6229
PROP, WITH 2 OR MORE SIBS INH.S. +0.043. 0.005 1.8439 1.3579
PROP. HARD OF HEARING -0.006 0.002 2.0603 1.4354
PROP. "PEOPLE GOOF AT WORT" 0.015 . 0,000 1.6933 1.3013
PROP. wHO PREFER wORK Tu SCHOOL -0.010 0.010 1.0529 1.2856
PROP. "JOB ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS" 0.060 0.008 1.8922---1 1.3756
PROP. wITH POSITIvE ATTITUDE TO SELF 0.043 0.005 2.4148 1.5540

MEAN 2.1948 1.4615
STANDARD DEVIATION 0.6401 Q.2070
MEDIAN 2.0293 ik.4245
MINIMUM 1.3946 1.1810
MAXIMUM 4.1760 2.0440
RANGE 2.7632 0.8630

NUMBER OF NONcOMPUTABLE DeFFS= 0

234



SENIOR COHORT
DOMAIN: RACE WHITE AND OTHER
STATISTICS: FOLLOW -!UP

STATISTIC

-A3-4-

ESTIMATE SE DEFF DEFT
,i

PROP. PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER 0.265 0.008 1.8607 1.3641
PROP. ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE 0.879 0.006 1.8999 1.3784
PROP. PLANNING TO FINISH COLLEGE 0.500 0.012 2.8262 1,6817
PROP, SATISFIED wITHLESS THAN COLLEGE 0:621 0.012 3.2102 1.7917
PROP. ,WHOSE MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.154 '0.011 5.2007 2.2805
PROP, WHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.255 0.012 4.2145 2.0529
PROP, MARRIED 0.112 0.006 1.9621 1.400p,
PROP. ExeECTING CHILD 1Y 25 0.469 0.012 3.9659 1.7510k
PROP, STARTED FIRS1 J08 0.427 0,011 2.b954 1.6418
PROP, EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24 0.927 0.005 2.0174 1.4204
PROP. COMPLETED FULL TIME EDUC. 0,140 0.Q06 1.6039 1.2665
PROP. WITH HANDICAP 0.065 0.004 1.4555 1.2064
PROP. "SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT" 0.818 0.006 1,3442 1.1594
PROP, "MONEY NOT IMPORTANT" 0.155 0.005 1.0583 1.0287
PROP. "COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP". 0.447 0.008 1.4230 1.1929
PROP, "INEQUALITY IMPORTANT" 0.646 0.009 1.9502 1.3965
PROP, "LEISURE NUT IMPORTANT" 0.010 0.001 0.5480 0.7403
PROP. "GOOD LUCK MORE IMPORTANT" 0.062 0.004 1.1308 1.0634
PFINIP4- "SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 0.191 0,008 2.13b3 1.461b
PROP. "PLANs NEVER WORK our" 0.120 0.005 1.2521 1.1190
PROP. WITH NOl MUCH TO BE PROUD OF 076 0.0'04 1.2292 1.1087
PROP, WHO WATCH MORE 1HAN ONE HOUR OF TV 0. 58 0.008 1.997b 1.4134
PROP. EXPECTING NO KIDS 0.1 0.005 1.5034 1.2261,
PROP. WITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 0.373 0.007 1.1659 1:0798-
PROP. WITH 2.0y MORE SIBS IN H.S. 0.090 0.004 1,0889 1.0435
PROP. HARD OF HEARING 0.012 0.002 1.8952 1.3767
PROP, "PEOPLE GOOF AT wORK" 0.187 0.007 1.4067 1.1860
PROP. WHO PREFER WORK 10 SCHOOL 0.527 0.009 1.4107 1.1877
PROP, "JOB ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS" 16
PROP, wITH POSITIvE ATTITuDE 10 SELF

0.850
0.946

0.006
0.004

1.3486
1.7114

1.1613
1.3082

MEAN 1.9305 1.3496
STANDARD DEVIATION 0,1807 0.3200
MEDIAN 1.6576 1.2873
MINIMUM 0.5480 0.7403
MAXIMUM 5.2007 2.2b05
RANGE 4.6527 1.5402

NUMBER OF NONCOMPUTABLE OEFFS= 0
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SENIOR COHORT
DOMAIN: RACE WHITE AND OTHER
STATISTICS: BASE YEAR

STA4ISTIC

PROP, 01:ANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER
PROP, ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE
PROP. PLANNING TO FINISH COLLEGE
PROP. SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE

ESTIMATE

0.272
0.815
0.467
0.709

SE

0.007
0.006
0.011
0.011

PROP. WHOSE MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.159 0.009
PROP. WHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.268 0.012
PROP.,,mARRIED 0.010 0.002
PROP. EXPECTING CHILD BY 25 0.515 0'.012
PROP. STARTED FIRST JOB 0.175 0.006
PROP, EXPECTING OwN PLACE BY 24 0.922 0.004
PROP, COMPLETED FULL TIME EDUC. 0.010 0.002
PROP. WITH HANDICAP 0.046 0.004
PROP, "SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT" 0.877 0.005
PROP. "MONEY NOT IMPORTANT" 0.124 0.006
PROP. "COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP" 0.493 0.010
-PROP. "INEQUALITY IMPORTANT" 0.582 0.010
PROP. "LEISURE NOT IMPORTANT" 0.016 0.002
PROP, "GOOD LUCK MORE IMPORTANT" 0.097 0.004
PROP, "SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 0.216 0.006
PROP, "PLANS NEVER WORK OUT 0.167 0.007
PROP. WITH NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF 0.104 0.006
PROP, WHO WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR OF TV 0.838 0.007
PROP, EXPECTING NO KIDS 0.101 0.005
PROP. WITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 0.311 0.008
PROP, wITH 2 OR MORE SIBS IN H.S. 0.129 0.006
PROP. HARD OF HEARING 0.018 0.003
PROP. "PEOPLE GOOF A.T WORK" 0.170 0.006
PROP, WHO PREFER WORK TO SCHOOL 0.009
PROP, "JOB ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS" 0.780 0.007
PROP. WITH POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 0.903 0.006

MEAN
STANDARD DEVIATION
MEDIAN
MINIMUM
MAXIMUM
RANGE

NUMBER OF NONCOMPUTAbLE DEFFS= 0

236

DEFF DEFT

1.3565 1.11541-
1.3322 1.1542
2.7062 1.6450
3.2576 1.8049
3.0791 1.7547
3.4262 1.8510
2.231 1.4938
3.0577 1.7486
1.3445 1.1595
1.2136 1.101.6
2.2734 1.5076
1.9444 1.3944
1.3001 1.1402
1.8623 1.3647
2.2300 1.4933
2.2986. 1.5161
1.3921 1.1799
0,9754 0.9676 .

1.958'8 1.3996
1.8715 1.3680
2.0719 1.4394
2.0365 1.4271
1.5041 1.2264
1.6455 1.2828
1..7651 1.3266
2.6961 1.6420
1.2755 1.1294.
1.6382 1.2799
1.4556 4.2065
2.2001 1,4833

1.9800 1.3892
0.6545 0.2279
1:9079 1.3812
0.9754 0,9876
3.4262 1.8510
2.4508 0.8634
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. ,

SENIOR COHORT
DOMAIN; RACE WHILE AND OTHER
STATISTICS: CHANGE

STATISTIC

PROP. PLANNING_PROFESSIONAL_CAREER_ _.

PROP, ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE .

PROP. PLANNING TO FIN-ISHcOLLEGE
'PROP, SWTISFIED wITH LESS THAN COLLEGE
PROP, WHOSE MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE
PROP. WHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE
PROP. MARRIED

ESTIMATE

-0.009
0.066

y-0.001
-0.081
-0.001
0.003
0.099

SE

40

0.008
0.007
0.008
0.007

'\ 0.005
0.004
0.006

DEFF

1.2738
1.7722
1.9301
1.2661
2.5a61
1.7279
1.9239

PROP, EXPECTING CHILD BY 25
PPROP. STARTED FIRST JOB

-0.041
0.247

0,009
0.010

1.2335
1.6204

PROP. EXPECTING OwN PLACE BY 24 0,003 0407 2.0964
PROP. COMPLETED FULL TIME EDUC.
RROP. WITH HANDICAP

0.124 0":006
0.006

1.4569
L.9799

PROP. "SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT" -0.053 0.008 1.6951
PROP. "MONEY NOf IMPORTANT" 0.031, 0.009 2.b251
PROP. "COMMUNITY LEADERSHIft IMP" -0.041 0.009 1:4380
$ROP."INEQUALITY IMPORTANT" 0.065 0.011 1.7520
PROP. "LEISURE NOT IMPORTANT" -0.007 0.003 2.0J24
PROP, "GOOD LUCK MORE JMPORTANf" -0.017 0.006 1.3466
PROP. "SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" -0.027 0.009 1.6074
PROP, "PLANS NEVER WORK OUT" -0.045 0.007 1.2077
PROP, td1TH NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF 3-0.0 0.006 1.2219
PROP. WHO WATCH MORE THAN UNE HOUR OF
PROP, EXPECTING NO KIDS

TV -0.08
-0.007

0.008
0.006

1.3840
1.4610

PROP, WITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 0.073 0.011 2.1178
PROP. WITH 2 OR MORE SIBS IN H.S. -0.041 0.006 1.4496
PROP. HARD OF HEARING -0.006 0.003 2.3974
PROP. "PEOPLE GOOF AT WORK" , 0,019 0.009 1.2317
PROP, WHO PREFER oURK 10 SCHOOL -0.014 0.012 1.3795
PROP, "JOB ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS" 0.009 1.3052
PROP, wITH POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 0.046 . 0.006 1.7115

t

MEAN 1.6730
STANDARD DEVIATION 0.4014,
MEDIAN 1.6139
MINIMUM 1.2077
MAXIMUM 2.6251
RANGE 1.4174

NUMBER OF NoNcomPulABLE DEFFS= 0

DEFT

1.128-b
1.3313
1.3893
1.1252
1.5894
1.3145
1.3870
1.1106
1.2730
1.4479

1./24007701

131.62020c2

11114:::

1.3236

1.1604

11.97980

1.1054

1. ..:3

Iii'fi
1.1425
1.3082

1.2850
.1506

(61..2704
1.0990
1.6202
0.5242
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4

SENIOR COHORT
DOMAIN: RACE BLACTC
STATISTICS: FOLLOW -UP

a.

STATISTIC ESTIMATE SE OEFF ,DEFT

PROoLiF., PLANNING PROFES1IONAL CAREER 0.263 0.012 1.9788 1.4067
PR ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE 0.860 0.012 3.1346 1.7705
PROP. PLANNING Tu FINISH COLLEGE 0.488 0.018 2.9968 1.7311
PROP. SATISFIED WITH LESS THAU,COLLEGE 0.615 0.017 3.0349 1.7421
PROP*. WHOSE MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.112 0.011 3.1224 1.7670
PROP. WHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.100 0..010 2.5590 1.5997
PROP, MARRIED 0.061 0.008 2.Q13b , 1.6774
PROP, EXPECTING CHILD BY 25 0.595 0.016 2.6118 1.61
PROP. STARTED FIRST JOB 0.360 0.015 2.4457 1.56374
PROP. EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24 0.663 0.011 2.6024 1.6132
PROP. COMPLETED FULL TIME EDUC. 0.091 0.010 3.0370 1.7427
PROP, wITH HANDICAP . 0.093 ,0.009 2,4580 1.5b78
PROP. "SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT" 0.891 0.010 2.6398 1.6247
PROP, "MONEY NOT IMPORTANT" 0.113 0.012 3.6654 1.9145
PROP. "COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP" 0.566 0.013 1.7285 1.3147
PROP. "INEQUALITY IMPORTANT" 0.801 0.013 2.6640 1.6322
PROP. "LEISURE NOfoIMPORTANT" 0.028 0.006 3.3144 1.8205
PROP. "GOOD LUCK MORE IMPORTANT" 0.200 0.017 4.3282 2.0804
PROP:VSOmEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 0.344 0.017 3.0299 1.7407
PROP. "PLANS NEVER WORK OUT" 0,252 0.013 2.1216 1.4566
PROP. WITH NOT mUcHeTO BE PROUD OF 0,128 0.010 2.2351 1.4950
PROP, wHO wATCH HONE THAN ONE HOUR OF TV 0.881 0.010 2.5805 1.6064
PROP. EXPECTING NO KIDS 0.101 0.006 1.7460 1.3213
PROP. WITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 0.396 0.017 3.0795 1.7548
PROP. wITH 2 OR MORE SIBS IN H.S. 0.148 0.008 1.2972 1.1390
PROP. HARD OF HEARING 0.012 0.005 5.4830 2.3416
PROP. "PEOPLE GOOF AT wORK" 0.167 0.011 1.4560 1.206o
PRQP, HHO PREFER wORK ICJ SCHOOL 0.391 0.016 1.8010 1.3420
MOP, "JOB ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS" 0.878 0.011 2.1604 1.4766
PROP. WITH POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 0.963 0.008 4.4633 2.1127

MEAN 2,7536 1.6,393

STANDARD DEVIATION 0.8978 0.2620
MED VAN 2.6258 1.6204
MINIMUM 1.2972 1.1390
MAXIMUM 5.4830 2.341b
RANGE 4.1858 1.2026

NUMBER OF NONCOmPUTABLE DEFFs=
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SENIOR COHORT
DOMAIN: RACE BLACK
STATISTICS: BASE YEAR

STATISTIC ESTIMATE SE OEFF DEFT

PROP, PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER 0.280 9.009 1.0953 1.0466
PROP, ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE 0.811 0.011 2.1128 1.4535
PROP, PLANNING TO FINISH COLLEGE 0.4* 0.013 1,880 1.3730
PROP. SATISFIED wITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 0.671 0.013 2.0243 1,4228
PROP, `WHOSE MOTHEN FIN1SOED COLLEGE 0.120 0.009 1.73311 1.3165
PROP, WHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.136 0.011 1.6504 1.2847
PROP. MARRIED 0.006 0.002 1.6244 1.2745
PROP. EXPECTING ILD BY 25 0.549 0.014 1.9576 1.3991
PROP, STARTED FIRS JOB - 0.136 0.008 1.3576 1.1652
PROP. EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24 0.856 0.006 0.7360 0.8579'
PROP. COMPLETED FULL TIME EDUC. 0.019 0.003 1.1990 1.0950
PROP, WITH HANDICAP 0.076 0.006 1.3867 1..4776
PROP. -"SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT" '0.909 0.007 1.6313 1.2774
PROP, "MONEY NOT IMPORTANT" 0,075 0.096 1.4101 1.1875
PROF. "COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP.ImP" 0.595 0,012 1.5957 1.2632
PROP, "INEW3ALITY IMPORTANT" 0.771 0,009 1.2382 1.1127
PROP, "LEISURE NOT IMPORTANT" 0.034 0.005 2.0809 1,4425
PROP. "GOOD LUCK MORE IMPORTANT" 0.227 0.012 2.0466 1.430b
PROP. "SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 0.324 0.013 1.8892 1.3745
PROP. "PLANS NEVER WORK OUT" 0.261 0.013 2.1530 1.4673
PROP. WITH NOT MUCH TO'BE PROUD OF 0.151 0.008 1.2827 1.1326'
PROP. WHO WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR OF TV 0.905 0.010 3,2669 1.8075
PROP, EXPECTING NO KIDS 0.093 0.010 3.0996 1,7606
PROP. wITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 0.357 0.008 0.7143 0.8451
PROP. WITH 2 OR MORE SIBS IN H.S. 0.206 0.010 1.5708 1.2533
PROP. HARD OF HEARINC 0.014 0.003 1.7677 1.3296
PROP. "PEOPLE GOOF AT WORK" -'-' 0.163 0.007 0.7667 0.8756
PROP. WHO PREFER WORK TO SCHOOL 0.396 0.013 1.5224 1.2339
PROP. "JOB ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS" 0.824 0.008 1.0274 1.0136
PROP. WITH PUNITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 0.948 0.006 1.9182 1.3850

MEAN
STANDARD DEVIATION
MEDIAN
MINIMUM
MAXIMUM
RANGE

NUMBER OF NuNCOmPyTABLE DEFFS= 0

239

1.6581
0.5842
1.6281
0.7143
3.2669
2.552b

1.2686
0.2246
1.2759
0.8451
1.80'75
0.9624
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SENIOR COHORT
DOMAIN: RACE BLACK
STATISTICS: CHANGE

STATISTIC ESTIMATE SE

iss?

DEFF
)1.

DEFT

PROP. PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER -0,007 0.014 1.6137 1-.2703

PROP, ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE 0,055 0.0110 1.5894 1.2607
PROP, PLANNING TO FINISH COLLEGE 0.014

4

1.9315 '1,3898
PROP. SATISFIED w1TH LESS THAN COLLEGE -O. 66 0 1.6849 1.2980
PROP, WHOSE MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE -0 003 0:006 1.1731 1.0831
PROP, WHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE -0.017 0.009 2.0007 1,4425
PROP. MARRIED 0.056 00.006 1.3815 1.1754
PROP. EXPECTING CHILD BY 25 0.041 0.010 0.6925 0.8322
PROP, STARTED FIRST JOB J 0.213 '0.016 1,8915 1.3753
PROP, EXPECTING OwN PLACE BY 24 0.009 0.008 0.7466 4 0.8641
PROP, COMPLETED FULL TIME EDUC, 0.061 0.008 1.5321 1.2378
PROP,- WITH HANDICAP 0.025 0.008 1.0449' 1,0222
PROP. "SUCCESS VERY IpiRTANT" -0.021 0.012 2.4075 1.5516
PROP, "MONEY NOT ImPO ANT" 0.038 0.0080 1.2075 1.0989
PROP. "COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP" -0.038 0.013 1.2279 1.1081
PROP. "INEQUALITY IMPORTANT". 0.023 00.014 1.8012 1.3443
PROP. "LEISURE 1101 IMPORTANT" -0.007 0.007 2.2765 1.50-88

PROP, "GOOD LUCKmORE IMPORTANT" -0,044 0.012 1.3783 1.1740
PROP, "SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" -0.014

00.00171

1.8560 1.3624
PROP, "PLANS NEVER WORK OUT" 0.9369 0:9679
PROP, WITH NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF -0.030 0.010 1.1396 1.0675
PROP, wHO wAlCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR OF TV -0.027 0.012 2.3924 1.5468
PROP. EXPECTING NU KIDS 0.009 00.009 1.5574 1.2479
PROP, WITH SIBLINGS.IN COLLEGE 0.049 0.014 1.4271 1,1946
PROP. WITH 2 .OR MORE SIBS IN H.S. -0.049 0.010 1.3798 1.1747
PROP, HARD OF HEARING -0.003 0.003 1.4766 1.2152
PROP, "PEOPLE GOOF ILT WORK" 0.008 00.017 1,4760 1.2149
PROP. WHO PREFER wORK TO SCHOOL -01014-e 0.021 1.3965 1.1817
PROP, "JOB ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS" 0.042 0.014 1.2669 1.1256
PROP. WITH POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 0.020 0.007 1.8432 1.3576

MEAN 1.5272 1.2231
STANDARD DEVIATION 0.4367 0.1795
MEDIAN 1,4763 1.2150
MINIMUM 0.6925 0.8322
MAXIMUM' 2.4075 1.5516
RANGE 1.7150 0.7194

NumtiER OF NONCumPuTABLE DEFFS= 0

0

240
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SENIOR COHORT
DOMAIN: RACE HISPANIC
STATISTICS: FOLLOW -UP

STATISTIC

I

MEAN
'STANDARD DEVIATION
MEDIAN
MINIMUM
MAXIMUM
RANGE

NUMBER OF NoNCUmPOTABLE DEFFs=

PROP. PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER 0.217 0.017 4.0083
PROP, ABLE TO FINISH CDL1_EGE. 0.7.67 0.017 4.2749. :-12.06766
PROP. PLANNING TO FINISH COLLEGE e 0.3/30 0.018 3.2370 1.7992
PROP. SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 0.723 0.01d 3.151u 1.7751
PROP, WHOSE MOTHER FINISHED C LEGE 0,071 0.u13 6.6770
PROP, WHOSE FATHER FINISHED E.GE 0.109 0.010 2.5938 =
PROP. MARRIED .... 0.118 0.011 2.9611
PROP, EXPECTING CHILD BY 25 0.545 0.017 2.9021

1.7266
1.703h

PROP. STARTED FIRST JOb 0.433 0.018 3.3254 1.8236
PROP. EXPECTING.Dym PLACE BY 24

0

0.010 2.5396 1.-5936
PROP. COMPLETED FULL TIME EDUC. 0.81:71 0.016 4.9465 2.2241
PROP. WITH HANDICAP 0.081 0.008 2.2410 1.4977
PROP. "SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT" 0.851 0.016 5.2451 2.2902
PROP. "MONEY NOT IMPORTANT" 0.119 0.014 4.8631
PROP. "COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP" 0.499 0.019 3.7082

2.2053
1.9257

,' PROP. "INE(JUALITY IMPORTANT" 0.726 0.018 4.1072 2.0414
PROP. "LEISURE NOT IMPORTANT" 0.025 0.006 3.8748 1.968a
PROP. "GOOD LUCK MORE IMPORTANT" 0.145 0.014 3.8549

1PROP. "SOmEONE4PREVENTS SUCCESS" 0.283 0.016 3.0314 1.=
:=

PROP. WHO WATCH MORE THAN,ONE HOUR OF TV 0.830 0.012 2.7802
4;

PROP, "PLANS NEVER WORK OUT" .

0.216 0..015 3.1948
1PROP. WITH NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF 0.137 0.012 3.0083 1

1.6674
0.074PROP. EXPECTING NO KIDS 0.006 1.3017

12:1610:
PROP, wITH2 OR MORE SIBS IN H.S. 0,122

0.329
0,012 3.4572 1.8594

PROP. WITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 0.020 4.6709.

PROP, HARD OF HEARING
PROP. "PEOPLE GOOF AT WORK"

0.016 0.004 2.6327 1.6226
0.013 2.5068 1.5833

PRoP, WHO PREFER WORK TO SCHOOL
0.145

a 01:1

0.020 2.9314 1.7121
,T1PROP. "JOB ENCOURAGES Gpu HABITS" 0.009 2.6914 1.4462

PROP. WITH POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 0.950 0.008 3.3544. 1.8315

0

ESTIMATE SE DEFF DEFT

3.4718 1.8411
1.1012 0.2913/
3.2159 1.7933
1.3017 '1.1409
0.0770 2.5840
5.3153 1.4431

4,
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-A3-11--

SENIOR COHoRi
DOMAIN: RACE HISPANIC
STATISTICS: BASE YEAR

STATISTIC ESTIMATE SE DEFF DEFT

PROP. PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER 0.236 0.012 2.1841 1.4779
PROP, ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE 0.697 0.015 2.9369 1.7137
PROP, PLANNING TO FINISH COLLEGE 0.329 0.015 2.8707 1.6943
PRUP. SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 0.804 0.013 2.9227 1.7096
PROP, wHO E MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.075 0.010 3.3544 1.8315
PROP. WHO E FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.119 0.012 2.8286 1.6818
PROP. MAR TED 0.016 0.004 2.7397 1..6552
PROP, EXP CTING CHILD BY 25 0.570 0.020 4.2085A 2.0515
PROP. STARTED -FIRST J06 0.155 0.011 2.4071 1.5515
PROP. E1ECTING OwN PLACE BY 24 0.890 0.008 1.7207 1.3r17
PROP, COPLETED FULL TIME EDUC. 0.032 0.006 3.013 1.7359
PRoP, wIfH HANDICAP 0.082 0,008 2.3130 1.5208
PROP. " SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT" 0.879 0.009 2.1305 1.4596
PROP, "mpNEY NOT ImPORTANT" 0.096 0.008 2.0567 1.4341
PROP. "cpmmUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP" 0.555 0.018 3.6048 1.8986
PROP, "IINEOUALITY IMPORTANT" 0.665 0.017 5.5705 1.8896
PROP. "LEISURE NOT IMPORTANT" 0.044 42,006 2.3686 1.5455
PROP. "GOOD LUCK MORE_ IMPORTANT" 0.206 T.013 2,b710 1.6343
PROP. "SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 0.308 0.017 3.4256 1.8508
PROP. "PLANS NEVER WORK OUT" 0.297 0.016 3.1470 1.7740
PROP, u TH NOT MUCH TcW BE PROUD. OF 0.184 0.011 2.0928 1.4467
PROP, w wATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR OF TV 0.870 0.011 3,0162 1.7373
PROP, E PECTING NO KIDS 0,081 0.009 2.92b1 1.7106
PROP, w ;TH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 0.297 0.013 2,.1657 1.4716
PROP, AI TH 2 OR MORE SIBS IN H,S. 0.173 0.010 1.8718 1.3681
PROP. HA RD OF HEARING 0.023 0.004 1.900S 1.3786
PROP, "P OPLE GOOF AT wORK" 0.165 0.013 2.7260 1.6511
PROP. wHO PREFER wORK Tg SCHOOL 0,488 0.016 2.2931 1.5143
PROP, "JOB ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS" 0.813 0.015 3.4990 1.8706
PROP, wItH POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 0.907 0.012 4,4270 2.1040

-MEAN 2.7805 1.6556
STANDARD DEVIATION 0.6767 0,2001
MEDIAN 2.7841 1.6685
MIN MUM 1.7207 1.3117
MAXIMUM 4.4210 2.1040
RANGE 2.7'063 0.7923

NUMBER bF NONcOmPUIAtiLE DEFFS= 0



/

-A3-12-

SENIOR COHORT
DOMAIN: RACE HISPANIC.
STATISTICS: CHANGE

STATISTIC

PROP. PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER
PROP, ABLE TUI-FINISH COLLEGE
PROP, PLANNI-NG-TO FINISH COLLEGE
PRuP, SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE
PROP, WHOSE MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE
PROP. WHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE

ESTIMATE

-0.019
0.074
0.0O6

-0.074
0.0
0.012

SE

0.012
0.014
0.012
0.013
0.007
0.008

DEFF

1.4592
2.2713
I.7h22
1:8982
2.6597
2.4457

DEFT

1.2080
1.5071
1.3275
1.3778
1.6309
1.5639

PROP. MARRIED 0.011 3.0328 1.7415
PROP. EXPECTING CHILD BY 25 -0.0 0.018 2.3328 1.5274
PROP. STARTED FIRST JOB 0.2 3 0.018 2.3478 1.5323
PROP. EXPECTING OwN PLACE BY 24 -0.006 0.011 1.7789 1.3337
PROP. COMPLETED FULL TIME EDUC. 0.114 0.014 3.1399 1.7720
PROP. WITH HANDICAP -0.004 0.010 1.8493 1.3599
PROP, "SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT" 40.023 0.014 2.6862 1.6390
PROP. "KONEY NOT IMPORTANT" 0.008 0.008 1,1770 1.0849
PROP. "COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP" -0.037 0.018 2.5282 1.5900
PROP, "INEQUALITY .1MPORTANT'" 0.074 0.020 3.1211 1.7667
PROP. "LEISURE NOT IMPORTANT" -0,027 0.007 2.2853 1.5117
PROP "GOOD LUCK MORE IMPORTANT" -0.043 0.014 2.2242 1.4914
PROP. "SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" -0.036 0.016 2.0425 1.4292
PROP, "PLANS NEVER WORK OUT" -0.082 0.013 1.4907 1.2209
PROP, WITH NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF "-0.046 0.014 2.2069 1.4856
PROP. WHO WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR OF TV w-0.031 0,014 2.3928 1.5469
'PROP. EXPECTING NO KIDS 0.007 0.011 2.5824 1.6070
PROP. WITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 0.036 0.014 1.6100 1.2689
PROP. wITH 2 OR muRE SIBS IN H.S. -f0.050 0.012 2.3278- 1.5257
PROP. HARD OF HEARING -0.005 0.005 2.1993 1.4830
PROP. "PEOPLE GOOF AT WORK"
PROP, wHO PREFER wORK TO SCHOOL

-0,021
0.Q37

0.023
0.026

3.2995
2.3787

41.8164
1.5423

PROP. "JOB ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS" .0.069- 0.016 2.0039 1.4156
PROP. WITH POSITIVE ATTITUDE 10 SELF 0.045.

/
0.013 3.9-185 1.9795

MEAN 2.3151 1.50961
STANDARD DEVIATION 0.5926 0.1940
MEDIAN 2.30b5 1.5187
MINIMUM 1.1770 1.0849
MAXIMUM 3.9185 1.9795
RANGE 2.7415 0.894h

NUMBER OF NONCOmPUTABLE (JEFFS= 0.



-A3-13-

SENIOR COHORT
DOMAIN: SES LOW
STATISTICS: FOLLOW -UP

STATISTIC ESTIMATE SE DEFF

, .

,VEFT

PROP. PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER 0.180 0.008 1.7808 1.3345
PROP. ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE 0.781 0.011 2.8m2 1.6871
PROP, PLANNING TO FINISH COLLEGE 0.294 6.011 1.96,44 ,1.4016
PROP, SATISFIED WITH--LESS THAN COLLEGE 0.778 0.010 2,1584 1.4691
PROP. WHOSE MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.010 0.002 1.6900 1.3000
PROP, wHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.021 0.003 1.6265 1.2754
PROP, MARRIED 0.157 0.012 4.2000 2.0494
PROP, EXPECTING CHILD BY 25 0.816 0,013 2.7048 1.6446
PROP, STARTED FIRST JOB 0.495 0.012 2.2161 1.4886
PROP, EXPECTING OwN PLACE BY 24 0.894 0.007 2.0093.- 1.4175
PROP, COMPLETED FULL TIME EDUC. 0.205 0.011 2.e097. 1.,.-6762

PROP. WITH HANDIC1P 0.087 0.007 2,4531 1.56b2.
PROP, "SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT" 0.811 0.011 3.1-300 1.7692
PROP. "MONEY NOT IMPOR1ANT" 0.156 0.009 24,4370 1.5611
PROP, "COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP" 0.423 0.012 2.51146 1.5181
PROP, "INEUUALITY IMPORTANT" 0.b91 0.013 3.0924 1.7585
PROP, "LEISURE NOT IMPORTANT" 0.019 0.003 1.9509 1.3968
PROP. "GOOD LUCK MORE IMPORTANT" 0.142 0.008 1:9622 1.4008
PROP, "SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 0.306 0.012 8.4947 1.5795
PROP. "PLANS NEVER WORK OUT" 0.211 0.010 2.217u 1.4890
PROP, wITH NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF 0.114 0.008 2.4167 1.5546
PROP, WHO WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR OF TV 0.857 0.008 2.169b 1.4729
PROP. EXPECTING NO KIDS 0.100 0.008 2.7197 1.6491
PROP, wITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 0.272 0.013 3.3807 1.8387
PROP, wITH 2 OR MORE SIBS IN H.S. 0.129 0,007 1.72b3 1.3139
PROP. HARD OF HEARING 0.012 0.003 3.1515 1.7752,
PROP, "PEOPLE GOOF AT wORK" 0.159 0.009 1,6899 1.2422
PROP, WHO PREFER wORK TO SCHOOL 0.550 0.013 1.8981- 1.3777
PROP. "JOB ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS" 0.882 0.010 3.0149 1.7375
PROP, wITH POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 0,936 0,006' 2.3089 1.5195

MEAN 2.41E19 . 1.5438
STANDARD DEVIATION 0.5984 '0.1864
MEDIAN 2.3067 1.5188
MINIMUM 1.6265 ,1.2754
MAXIMUM 4.2000 2.04914
RANGE 2.5735 0.7740

NUMBER OF NONcOMPU1ABLE DEFFS= 0



-A3- 14-

SENIOR COHoRT
DOMAIN: SES LOW
STATISTICS: BASE YEAR

STATISTIC ESTIMATE SE DEFF DEFT

PROP, PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER 0.214 0.008 1.6266 1.2754
PROP, ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE 0.694 0.012 2.8975 1.7022
PRoP, PLANNING TO FINISH COLLEGE 0.262 0.009 1.8295 1.3526
PROP, SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 0.849 0.008 2,1146 1.4542
PROP. WHOSE MOTHER-FINISHED COLLEGE 0.002 0.001 2.3100 1.5199
PROP. WHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.005 0.002 2.1823 1.4772
PROP. MARRIED 0.024 0.005 4.4066 2.0992
PROP. EXPECTING CHILD BY 25 0.600 0.011 2.0373 1.4274
PROP. STARTED FIRST JOB 0.161 0.010 3.0421 1.7442
PROP, EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24 0.902 0.006 1.6833 1.2974
PROP, COMPLETED FULL TIME EOUC. 0.023 0.003 1.6345 1.2785
PROP, WITH HANDICAP . 0.071 0.006 2.3309 1.5267.
PROP, "SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT" 0.864 0.009 2.9862 1.7281
PROP, "MONEY NOT IMPORTANT" 0.130 0.010 3.813u 1.9527
PROP. "COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP" 0.453 0.012 2.4771 1.5739
PROP. "INEQUALITY IMPORTANT" 0.633 0.012 2.6639 1.6322
PROP. "LEISURE NOT IMPORTANT" 0.037 .0.004 1.9672 1.4026
PROP, "GOOD LUCK MORE IMPORTANT" 0.169 0.008 1.8139 1.3468
PROP, "SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 0.338 0.013 2.9416 1.7151
PROP. "PLANS NEVER wORK OUT" 0.263 0.009 1.6604 1.286t,
PROP. WITH NOT MUCH TO BE PROM) OF 0.154 0.010 3.1001 1.7607
PROP* wHO WATCH MOLE THAN ONE HOUR OF TV 0.887 0.008 2.8039 1.6745
PROP. EXPECTING NO KIDS 0.101 0.008 2.9675 1.7226
PROP, wITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 0.228 0.011 2.8768 1.6961
PROP. wITH 2 OR-m0HE SIBS IN H.S. 0.193 0.010 2.6832 1.6361
PROP. HARD OF HEARING 0.021 0-.003 1.8472 1.3591
PROP, "PEOPLE GOOF Al wORK" 0.175 0.011 2.9391 1.7144
PROP, wHO PREFER WORK TO-SCHOOL 0.516 0.013 2.4111 1.552t3
PROP. "JOB ENCOURAGES GUOD HABITS" 0.79b 0.010 2.3034 1.5117
PROP. WITH POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 0.894 Q.008 2.7518 1.6589

MEAN 2.5034 1.5697
STANDARD DEVIATION 0.6555 0.2025
MEDIAN 2.4441 1.5633
MINIMUM 1.6266 1.2754
MAXIMUM 4.4066 2.0992
RANGE 2.7800 0.8238

NUMBER OF NONCOMPUTABLE DEFFS:Z 0



4

-A3-15--

SENIOR COHORT
DOMAIN: SES LOw
STATISTICS: CHANGE

STATISTIC ESTIMATE SE DEFF DEF1

PROP. PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER -0.029 0.008 1.1732 1.0632
PROP, ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE 0.087 0.009 1.4306 1.1961
PROP, PLANNING TO FINISH COLLEGE 0.0 0.007 1.0441 1.0218
PROP. SATISFIED wITH LESS, THAN COLLEGE -0.063 0.009 1.6521 1.2853
PROP, WHOSE MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.003 0.001 0.6436 0.8023
PROP, WHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.6-07 0.003 2.8813 1.6974
PROP, MARRIED 0.136 0.012 4.2533 2.0623
PROP. EXPECTING CHILD BY 25 0.027 0.011 1.3755 1.1728
PROP. STARTED FIRST JOB 0.334 0.015 2.5131 1.5853
PROP, EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 214

PROP. COMPLETED FULL TIME EDUC.
-0.010
0.177

0.008
0.011

1.61390
2,4689

1.2802
1.5713

PROP. wITH HANDICAP 0.014 0.010 2.9694 1.7232
'PROP, "SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT" -0.050 0.012 2.4931 1.5790
PROP, "MONEY NOT IMPORTANT`" 0.024 0.011 3.0405 1.7437
PROP. "COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP" -0.027 0.013 2.1072 1.4516
PROP, "INEQUALITY IMPORTANT" ,0.055 0.015 2.6318 1.6223
PROP, "LEISURE NOT IMPORTANT" -0.018 0.005 1.8952 1.3767
PROP. "GOOD LUCK MORE IMPORTANT" -0.031 0.010 1.6639 1.3652
PROP, "SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS". -0.028 0.020 3,8568 1.9639
PROP. "PLANS NEVER wORK OUT" -0.059 2.012 1.8193 1.3486
PROP.IJITH NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF -0.037 0.010 1.9777 1.4063
PROP, rtHO WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR OF TV -0.032 0.011 2,6464 1.6268
PROP. EXPECTING No KIDS -0.003 0.010 2.8742 1.6953
PROP. WITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE .0.047 0.014 3.0481 1.7459
PROP. WITH 2 OR MORE SIBS IN H.S. -0.064 0.008 1.4269 1.1945
PROP. HARD OF HEARING -0.008 0.004 2.8099 1.6763
PROP, "PEOPLE GOOF AT wORK" -0.012 0.015 2.3606 1,5364
PROP. WHO PREFER wORK TO SCHOOL 0.037 0.018 1.9611 1.4004
PROP. "JOB ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS" 0.074 0.013 2:0200 1.4213
PROP, WITH POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 0.044 0.009 2.5628 1.6009

MEAN_ 2.2480 1.4745
`STANDARD DEVIATION 0.6051 0.27b1
MEDIAN -2.2339 1.4940
MINIMUM 0.6436 y*0,8023
MAXIMUM 4.2533 2.0623
RANGE 3.6097 1.2600

'NUMBER OF NONCOMPUTABLE DEFFs: 0

,
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-A3-16-

I

SENIOR COHORT'
DOMAIN: SES MIDDLE
STATISTICS: FOLLOW-UP

STATISTIC ESTIMATE SE DEFF DEFT

PROP. PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER 0.259 0.008 1.4179 1.1908
PROP, ABLE TO- FINISH COLLEGE 0.879 0.007 1.9398 1.3928
PROP, PLANNING TO FINISH COLLEGE 0,454 0.011 1.7998 1.3416
PROP, SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN.COLLEGE 0.668 0.010 1.7802 1.3342
PROP, WHOSE MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.067 0.006 2.4057 1.5510
PROP, wHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0,103 0.006 1..6025 1.2b59
PROP. MARRIED 0.101 0.007 2.1995 1.4831
PROP. EXPECTING CHILD BY 25 0.491 0.013 2.6832 1.6381
PROP.STARTED FURST J06 0.458' 0.011 1.9762' 1.4058
PROP. EXPECTING OwN PLACE dY 24 0.931 0.004 1.0143 1.0071
PROP. COMPLETED FULL TIME EDuC. 0.137 0.007 1.6693 1.2920
PROP, wITH HANDICAP 0.059 0.004 1.1883 1.0901_
PROP. "SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT" 0.842 0.008 1.9864 1.404
PROP. "MONEY NOT IMPORTANT" 0,145 0.007 1.6323 1.2776
PROP, "COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP" 0.458 0.010 1.6485 1.2839
PROP. "INEUU,LITY IMPORTANT" 0.653 0.009 1.4051 1.2104
PROP. "LEISURE NOT IMPORTANT" 0.011 0.002 1.4071 1.2112
PROP, "GOOD LUCK MORE IMPORTANT" 0.083 0.006 1.8639 1.3653
PROP, "SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 0.194 0.007 1.2018 1.0963
PROP, "PLANS NEVER WORK OUT" 0.127 0.007 1.7302 1.3154
PROP, WITH NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF 0.083 0.005 1.3164 1.1473
PROP. WHO WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR OF TV 0.789 0.009 2.0951 1.4475
PROP. EXPECTING NO KIDS 0.091 0.006 1.r455 1.3212
PROP, WITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 0.364 0.009 1.4452 1.2022
PROP, WITH 2 OR MORE SIBS IN H.S. 0.093 0,006 1.7047 1.3284
PROP, HAND OF HEARING 0.010 0.002 1.7169 1.3103
PROP, "PEOPLE GOOF AT wORK" _ 0.187 0.010 2.0040 1.4369
PROP. WHO PREFER WORK 10 SCHOOL 0.541 0.011" 1.5232 1.2342
PROP, "JOB, ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS" 0,8b1 0.007 1.4298 1.1957
PROP, WITH POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF , 0.952 0.005 2.2177 1,4892

MEAN 1.7330 1.3092
STANDARD DEVIATION 0.3716 0.1408
MEDIAN 1.7235 1.3128
MINIMUM 1.0143 1.0071
MAXIMUM 2.6832 1.6381
RANGE 1.0089 0.6310

NUMBER OF NONCOMPU1ABLE OEFFS= 0
<.)



SENIOR COHORT
DOMAIN: SES MIDDLE
STATISTICS: BASE YEAR

PROP,
PRoP,
PROP,
PROP.
PROP.
PROP,
PROP.
PROP.
PROP,
PROP,
PROP.
FIROP.
PROP.
PROP.
PROP.
PROP.
PROP.
PROP.
PROP.
PROP.
PROP.
PROP.
PROP. EXPECTING NO KIDS
PROP, WITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE
PROP. wITH 2 OR MORE SIBS IN H.S.
PROP. HARD OF HEARING
PROP. "PEOPLE GOOF AT wORK"
PROP. WHO PREFER wORK 10 SCHOOL
PROP. "JOB ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS"
PROP, wI1H POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF

STATISTIC

PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER
ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE
PLANNING TO FINISH COLLEGE
SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE

ESTIMATE

0.265
0.608
0.425.
0.761

WHOSE MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.062.
WHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.081
MARRIED 0.007
EXPECTING CHILD BY 25 0.544
STARTED FIRST J06 0,190
EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24 0.922
COMPLETED FULL TIME EUUC. 0.012
WITH HANDICAP 0.052
"SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT" 0.884
"MONEY NOT IMPORTANT" 0.111
"COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP" 0.501
"INEOUALITY'IMPORTANT" 0.598
"LEISURE NWT IMPORTANT" 0.017
"GOOD LUCK MORE IMPORTANT" 0.110
"SOMEONE PREVENTS-SUCCESS" 0.228
"PLANS NEVER WORK OUT" 0.179
WITH NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF 0.107
WHO WATCH mUkE THAN ONE HOUR OF TV 0.661

MEAN
STANDARD DEvIA JUN
MEDIAN
MINIMUM
MAXIMUM
RANGE

NUMbER OF NONCUmPUIABLE OEFFS= 0

248

97
.292

0.121
0.018
0.166

0.792e
0.90,5

SE DEFF

0.008
0.007
0.010
0.010
0.005
0.006
0,001
0.013
0,007
O .006
O .002
0.005
0.006
0.006
0.011
0.012
0.003
0.007
0.010
0.008
O .006
0.007
0.006
Q.010
0.007
0.003
0.007
0.011
0.008
0.007

1.4482
1.3922
1.8323
2.4285
1.75b3
1.7460
0.6298
2.8554
1,3599
2.1392
1.4242
2.2219
1.5874
1.6311
2.1301
2.8471
2.4429
2.1218
2.3474
1.8333
1.6110
1.8398
1.7887
2.1015
1.9981
2.4436
1.3395
1.8551
1.5302
2,4415

1.8967
0.4748
1.8364
0.6296
2.8554

i,f2.2256

DEFT

1.2026,
1.1799
1.3538
1.5584
1.3252
1.3214
0.7936
1.6898
1.1661.
1.4626
1.1934
1.4906
1.2520
1.2172
1.4595
1.6270
1.5630
1.4566
1.5321
1.3540
1.2893
1.3563
1.3374
1.4496
1.4138
1,.5632
1.1573
1.3620
1.2370
1.5625

1.3656
0.1819
1.3551
0,7936-
1.6898
0.8982



--A3-18--

SENIOR COHORT
DOMAIN: SES MIDDLE
STATISTICS: CHANGE

STATISTIC ESTIMATE SE DEFF

PROP. PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CA -BEER -0.006 0,010 1.5610
PROP. ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE 0.066 0.009 2.0527
PROP. PLANNING TO FINISH COLLEGE 0.009 1.7208
PROP. SATISFIED wITH LESS THAN COLLEGE -0.08t 0.010 1.9432
PROP. WHOSE MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0,004 0.004 1.5607
PROP, WHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0,011 0.004 1.2284
PROP, MARRIED 0.095 0.007 2.1540
PROP. EXPECTING CHILD BY 25 -0.057 0.012 1.6328
PROP. STARTED FIRST JOB 0,2b7 0.011 1.4215
PROP. EXPECTING OWN PLACE by 24 0,006 0.007 1.6467
PROP. COMPLETED FULL TIME EDUC. 0.125 0.008 1.9183
PROP, WITH HANDICAP 0.006 0,006 1.5560
PROP. "SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT" . -0.044 0.010 2.2108
PROP. "MONEY NOT IMPORTANT" 0.034 0.010 2.4737
PROP. "COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP" -0.047 0.013 2.3509
PROP. "INEQUALITY IMPORTANT" i 0.059 0.015 2.5150
RROP. "LEISURE NOT IMPORTANT" -0.007 0.003 1.6227
PROP. "GOOD LUCK MORE IMPORTANT" -0.024 0.010 2.6963
PROP. "SOMEONE Pli,EVENTS SUCCESS" -0.030 0.010 1.5626
PROP. "PLANS NEVER WORK OUT" -0.050 0.011 2.219'6
PROP. WITH NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF -0.024 0.009 2.0133
PROP. WHO WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR OF TV -0.073 0.009 1.5047
PROP, ExPkcCYING NO KIDS -0.006 0.008 2.1064
PROP, wIIH \SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 0.072 0.012 1.9166
PROP. WITH 2 OR mUkE SIBS IN H.S. -0.029, 0.007 1.6830
PROP. HARD OF HEAING -0.006 0.003 1.7793
PROP. "PEOPLE GOOF AT wURK" 0.014 0.012 1.5003
PROP. HO PREFER HONK TO SCHOOL 0.0 0.014 1.40,63

PROP, "JOB ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS" 0.058 0.010 1.2372
PROP. wITH POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 0.047 0.007 1.9811

MEAN 1.8412
.STANDARD DEVIATION 0.3804

1.7500
MINIMUh 1.2264
MAXIMUM 2.6963
RANGE 1.4679

NUMBER OF NONCOmPUTABLE DEFFs= 0
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DEFT

1.2494
1.4327
1.3118
1.3940
1.2493
1.101:53

1.4676
1.2776
1.1923
1.2832.
1.3850
1.2u74
1.4669
115728
1.5333
1.5859
1.2739
1.6420
1.2500
1.4698
1.4189
1-12267
1,4513
1.3844
1.2973
1.3339
1.2491
1.1859
1.1123
1.4075

1.3
_0.13

1.

1.1063
01k6420
0,5337



-A3--19-

SENIOR COHORT
DOMAIN: SES HIGH
STATISTICS:4FOLLOw-UP

STATISTIC

PROP. PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER
PROP. ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE
PROP, PLANNING TO FINISH COLLEGE
PROP. SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE

ESTIMATE

0.339
0.966
0.770
0.372

SE

0.014
0.005
0.014
0,:018

PROP, wHOSE MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.436 0.019
PROP, WHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.714 0.017
PROP. mARRTED 0.053 0.007
PROP. EXPECTING CHILD BY 25 0.345 0.015
PROP, STARTED FIRST JOB 0.261 0.014
PROP. EXPECTING OwN PLACE BY 24 0.921 0.008
PROP. COMPLETED FULL TIME EDUC. 0:044 0.006
PROP. WITH HANDICAP 0.067 0.009
PROP, "SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT" 0.849 0.011
PROP. "MONEY NOT IMPORTANT" 0.147 0.013
PROP, "COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP" 0.542 0.012
PROP. "INEQUALITY IMPORTANT" 0.673 0.015
PROP, "LEISURE NOT IMPORTANT" . 0.006 0.002
PROP. "GOOD LUCK MORE IMPORTANT" 0.074 0.008
PROP. "SUMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 0.115 0.011
PROP. "PLANS NEVER WORK ourmis- 0.082 0.008
PROP.., wITH. NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF 0.057 0,007
PROP. WHO WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR OF TV 0.6b4 0.017
PROP. EXPECTING NO KIDS 0.096 0.009
PROP. WITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 0.519 0.013
PROP, wITH 2 OR moRE SIBS IN H.S. 0.079 0.007
PROP, HARD OF HEARING . 0.017 0.004
PROP. "PEOPLE GOOF AT WORK" 0.205 0.012
PROP. WHO PREFER wORK TO SCHOOL 0.407 0.015
PROP. "JOB ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS" 0:832 0.012
PROP, wITH POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 0.958 0.007

MEAN 0/1
STAND 0 DEVIATIdT4
MEDIAN
MINIMUM
MAXIMUM
RANGE

NUMBER OF NONCOMPUTABLE DEFFsr. 0

250

oEFF DEFT

1.7185 1.3109
1.4902 1.2207
2.0517 1.4324
2.6116e 1.6161
2.8431 1.6861
2.7359 1.6541
1.8442 1.3580
1.8391 1.3561
1,9326 1.3902
1.6941 1.3016
1.b363 1.2792
2.4729 1,5726
1.8087 1.3449
2.5877 1.6086
1.1061 1.0517
1.9422 1.3936
1.2138 1.1017
1.7245 1.313
2.1367 1,4617
1.5705 1.2532
1.7021 1.3046
2.5.658 1.6016
1.7482 1.3222
1.3012 1,1407
1.2925 1.1369
1.8045 1.3433
1.3051 1.1424
1.3522 1.1629 4

1.6484 1/.2839
2.2906 1.5135

1.8657 1.3553
0.4779 0.17e9.
1.7763 1.3327
1.1061 1.0517
2.8431 1.6861
1.7370 0.6344



-A3-207,

SENIOR,PCoHoRT
DOmAIN: 5E5 HIGH
STATISTICS: BASE YEAR

STATISTIC ESTIMATE SE -DEFF DEFT

PRoP. PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER 0.341 0.014 1.7499 1.3228
PROP. ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE 0.928 0.008 . 1.9b15 1.4005'
PROP. PLANNING TO FINISH COLLEGE "I( 0.739 0.014 2.0745 1.4403
PROP. SATISFIED wITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 0,471 0.016 2.0939 1.4470
,PRoP. WHOSE MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.461 0.016 1.9587, 1.3995
PROP. WHOSE FATHEk FINISHED CD.I_LEGE' 0.749 0.016 2.4907 1.5782
PROP. MARRIED 0.002 0.001 1.2398 1.1135
PROP. EXPECTING CHILD BY 25 0.400 0.018 2.59b2 1.6113
PROP. STARTED FIRST JOB 0.138 0.011 1,9958 1.4127
PROP. EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24 0.912 0.008 1.5644 1.2508
PROP, COMPLETED FULL TIME EDUC. 0.001 0.001 1.3473 1.1607
PROP. WITH HANDICAP 0.038 0.004 0.8950 0.9460
PROP. "SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT" .896 0.008 1.4157 1.1899
PROP. "tiONEY NOT IMPORTANT" 0.114 0.009 1.6483 1.2838
PROP. "COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP" 0.587 0,013 1.4228 1.1928
PROP. "INEQUALITY IMPORTANT" 0.606 0.014 1.6744 1.2940
PROP; "LEISURE NQT IMPORTANT" 0.012 0.003 1.6041 1.2665
PROP. "GOOD LUCK MORE IMPORTANT" 0.079 0.008 1.7301 1.3153
PROP. "SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 0.133 0.011 2.0053 1.4161'
PROP. "PLANS NEVER WORK OUT" 0.120 0.010 1.8314 1.3533
PROP. WITH NOT MUCH TO BE'PROUD OF 0.088 0.007 1.2108 1.1003
PROP. wHO WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR OF TV 0.781 0.012 1.7446 1.3208
PROP. EXPECTING NO KIDS 0,093 0.008 1:5109 1.2292
PROP. WITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 0.451 0.013 1.3745 1.1724
PROP. WITH 2 Ok MORE SIBS IN H.S. 0.121 0.010 1.8852 1.3730
PROP. HARD Of HEARING 0.020 0.005 2.4642 1.5761
PROP. "PEOPLE GOOF AT wORK" 0.170 0.014 2,4971 1.5802
PROP. WHO PREFER wORK TO SCHOOL 0.469 0.015 1.b300 1.2767
PROP. "JOB ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS" 0.767 0.012 1.4808 1.2169
PROP. WITH POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 0.008 1.8610 1.3642

MEAN 1.7660 1.3202
STANDARD DEVIATION 0.4089 0.1547
MEDIAN 1.7373 1.3180
MINIMUM 0.8950 0.9460
MAXIMUM 2.59b2 1.6113
RANGE 1.7012 0.6053

NUMHER OF NONcOMPUTABLE DEFFS= 0

251



-A3-21-

SENIOR COHORT
DOMAIN: SES HIGH
STATISTICS: CHANGE

STATISTIC

MEAN
STANDARD DEVIATION
MEDIAN
MINIMUM
MAxImUm
RANGE

NumHE OF NONcOmPUTABLE 'JEFFS: 0

ESTIMATE SE DEEF DEFT

PROP, PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER 0.001 0.015 1.3636 1,1763
PROP. ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE 0.037 0.010 2.8809 1.6973
PROP. PLANNING TO FINISH .007SH COLLEGE 0.011 1.5241
PROP. SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 0.014 1.6403-0.090

1,2346
1.2807

-0.017PROP. WHOSE MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.012 2.4224
PROP. WHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.009 1.9975-0.017 1.4133
PROP. MARRIED 0.007 1.7044 ::::::0.054
PROP, EXPECTING CHILD BY 25 -0.044 0.016 1.6163. 1.2713
PROP. STARTED FIRST JOB 0..117 0.016 2.1419
PROP. EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24 0.0081 0.011 1.7223

1.4635
1.3123

PROP. COMPLETED FULL TIME EDuC, 0.040 0.006 1,5516 1.2456
PROP, wITH HANDICAP 0.031 0.009 1.7241 '1.3130
PROP, "SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT" -0.050 0.014 2.4144 1.5536
PROP, "MONEY NOT IMPORTANT" 0.032 0.014 2.7425 1.6560
PROP. "COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP" -0.038 0.013 1.1025 1.0500
PROP. "INEWuALITY IMPORTANT" 0.071 0.021 2,5494

1"PROP. "LEISURE NOT -0.004OT IMPORTANT" 0.003 1.1708
PROP, "GOOD LUCK MORE IMPORTANT" -0.009 0.010 1.6218.

1.0820
1.2735

PROP. "SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" -0.015 0.012 1.5459 1.2433
PROP, "PLANS NEVER WORK OUT" -0.028 0.013 2.0511 1.432e
PROP. WITH NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF -0.031" 0.009 1.1636 1.0787
PROP. wHO WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR OF TV -0.114 0.016 1.7111
PROP, EXPECTING Nu KIDS -0.002 0.009 1.2736

1.3081
1.1285

0.073PROP, WITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 0.017 1,6016 1.2655
PROP. wITH 2 OR MORE SIBS IN H.S. -0.046 0.010 1.4754
PROP. HARD OF HEARING 0.004 1.9977

1.2147
-0.003 1.4134

PRDP "PEOPLE GOOF AT WORK" 0.036 0.019 1.8256 1.3768
PROP, wHO PREFER mCRK TO SCHOOL -0.064 0.023 1.6491
PROP. "JOB ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS" 0.053 0.019 1.9219

1.2642
1.3863

PROP. WITH POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 0.036 0.009 1.7116 1.3083

1.7970
0.4511
1.7977
1.1025
2.6809
1.7784

1.3307
0.1643
1.3068
1.0500
1.6973
0.6473
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-A3-22-

SENIOR COHORT
DOMAIN: POST-SECONDARY EDUCATION NONE
STATISTICS: FOLLOW-UP

STATISTIC

PROP, PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER
PROP, ABLE 10 FINISH COLLEGE
PROP. PLANNING TO FINISH COLLEGE
PROP. SATISFIED oITH LESS THAN COLLEGE
PROP. WHOSE MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE
PROP. WHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE
PROP, MARRIED
PROP. EXPECTING CHILD BY 25
PROP, STARTED FIRST JOb
PROP, EXPECTING OWN PLACE UY 24
PROP. COMPLETED FULL TIME EDUC.
PROP. WITH HANDICAP
PROP. "SUCCESS 1./RY IMPORTANT"
PROP. "MONEY NOT IMPORTANT"
PROP. "COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP ImfTt;
PROP, "INEQUALITY IMPORTANT"
PROP, "LEISURE NOT IMPORTANT"
PROP, "GOOD LUCK MORE IMPORTANT"
PROP) "SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS"
PROP "PLANS NEVER WORK OUT"
PROP. WITH NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF
PROP, wHO WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR OF TV
PROP. EXPECTING NO KIDS
'PROP, wITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE
PROP, WITH 2 OR MORE SIBS IN H.S,
PROP. HARE) OF FARING
PROP, "PEOPLE 400F AT nORK4,
PROP. WHO PREFER WORK TO SCTIOOL
PROP, "JOB ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS"
PROP. wITH POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF

MEAN
STANDARD DEVIATION
MEDIAN
MINIMUM
MAXIMUM
RANGE

NUMBER OF NONCOmPUTABLE DEFFs= 0

ESTIMATE SE

0.132 0.009
0.725 0.011
0.12.0 0.009
0.918 0.007
0.057 0.007
0.089 0.008
0.199 0.013
0.610 0.015
0.637 0.013
0.918 0.0u7
0.30Q 0.014
o.076 0.005
,0.784 0.006
0.134 0.008

, 0.384 0,012
0.619 0.011
0.'017 0.003
0.137 0.009
0.307 0.012
0.207 0.010
0.100 0.007
0.852 0.009
0.099 0.007
0.262 0.001
0.116 0,006
0.015 0.002
0.152 0.012
0.630 0.011
0.677 0.009
0.947 0.005

DEFF

2.5368
2.1422
2.0636
2.0740
3.1687
2.6191
3.5020
3.1056
2.4460
2.1935
3.0112
1.217u
1.3125
1.9092
2.0814
1.7583
1.8996
2.2510
241803
1)9812
1.8241
2.3500
1.8515
1.4838
1.2250
0.9525
2.740b
1.2991
2.1075
1.6682

2.0999
0.6236
2.0777
0,9525
3.5626
2.6101

DEFT

1.5927
1.4636
1.4365
1.4401
1.7801
1.6184
1.8875
1.7623
1.5040
1.4810
>v4353
1,1032
1.1456
1.3817
1.4427
1.3260
1.3783
1.5003
1.4760
1.4075
1.3506
1.5332
1.3007
1.2099
1.1071
0.9760
1.6555
1.1396
1.4517
1.2916

1.4333
0.2170
1.4414

-0.9760
1.8875
0,9115



O

-A3-23-

SENIOR COHORT
DOMAIN: POST-SECONDARY EDUCATION NuNE
STATISTICS: BASE YEAR

A

STATISTIC

PROP. PLANNING PROFESSIONAL_ CAREER
PROP, ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE
PROP. PLANNING TO FINISH COLLEGE
PROP, SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN GOLLGE
PROP. WHOSE MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE
PROP. WHOSE 'FATHER FINIS D COLLEGE
PROP. MARRIED
PROP, EXPECTING CHILD BY 25
PROP. STARTED FIRST JOB
PROP. EXPECTING OwN PLACE av ?Lt.

PROP, COMPLETED FULL TIME EDUC.
PROP. WITH HANDICAP
PROP. "SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT"
PROP'. "MONEY NOT IMPORTANT"
PROP. "COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP"
PROP. "INEQUALIT-Y IMPORTANT"
PROP, '"LEISURE NOT IMPORTANT"
PROP, "GOOD LUCK MORE IMPORTANT"
PROP. "SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS"
PROP. "PLANS NEVER WORK OUT"
PROP. wITH NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF

WATCHPROP. WHO MORE THAN ONgWHOUR OF TV '

PROP, EXPECTING NO KIDS
PROP. WITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE
PROP. WITH 2 OR MORE SIBS IN 'H.S.
PROP. HARD OF HEARING
PROP, "PEOPLE GOOF AT wORK"
PROP. wHO PREFER 'AORK TO SCHOOL
PROP, "JOB ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS"
PROP, wITH POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF

ESTIMATE. SE

0.147 0.008
0.610 0.013
0.131 0.00,9

0.924 0,007
0.068 0.009
0.104 0.011
0.022 0.004
0.626 0..011

0.225 0.011
0.926 ' 0.007
0.030 0.004
0.071 0.007
0.834 0.009
0.112 0.007
0.419 0.012
0.560 0.014
0.032 0.004
0.187 0.010
0.335 0.011
0.268 0.011
0.157 0.010
0.873 0.008
0.098 0.008
0.213 0.010
0.168 0.010
0.024 0.004
0.163 0.007
0.624 0.011
0,,.007 0-.008
0.901 .0.008

DEFF

1.6816
2.3386
2.4049
2,2849
3.5193
3.0375
2.3158
1.5751
2.1513
2.2379
1.7053-

(2.4438
1.9730
1.b481'
1.9553
2.6335
1.7186
2.0304
1,6334
1.8831
2.3662
1.9727
2.3227
1.84148
2.2813
2.2071
0.9992
1.4573
1.2077
2.2411

MEAN \\\2.0707
STANDARD DEVIATION 0.5069
MEDIAN 2.0908
MINIMUM 0.9992
MAXIMUM , 3.5193
RANGE 2.5201

NUMBER OF NONcOMPuTABLE DEFFs= 0

254

DEFT

1.2968
1.5293
1.5508
1,5116
1,8.760

1.7428
1.5218,
1.2550
1.466.7
1.4960
1.3059

.1.5633
1.4846
1.2838
1.3963
1.6228
1.3110
1.4249
1.2740.
1.3723
1.5382
1.4045
,1.5201
1.3765
1.5104
1.4856
0.9990
1.2072
1.0989
1..4970

1.4285
0.1749
1.4458
0.9996
1,8760
0.8764



-A3-24-

SENIOR COHORT
DOMAIN: POST-SECONDARY EDUCATION NONE
STATISTICS: CHANGE

STATISTIC ESTIMATE SE DEFF OEF1

PROP. PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER -0.012 0.010 1.9570 1.3989
PROP, ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE 0.128 0.013 2.0819 1.4429
PROP, PLANNING TO FINISH COLLEGE -0.007 0.008 1.3397 1.1574
PROP, SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE -0.013 0,007 1.4395 1.1998
PROP, WHOSE MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE -0.003 0.005 1,9492 1.3961
PROP, WHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.001 0.005 1.4977 1.2238
PROP. MARRIED 0.176 0.013 3.3514 4.8307
PROP. EXPECTING CHILD by 25 -0.011 0.014 1.7517 1.3235
PROP, STARTED FIRST J06 0.421 0.016 3.1666 1.4726
PROP, EXPECTING OWN PLACE B.Y 24 0.009 1,9963 1,4129
PROP, COMPLETED FULL'TIME EDUC. 0.263 0.014 2.315d 1.5216
PROP, WITH HANDICAP

.
0.003 0.008 1.6535 1.2859

PROP, "SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT" -0.044 0.010 1.3111 1.1450
PROP, "MONEY NOT ImPDAgJANT" 0.025 0.012 2.9766 1.7259i
PROP, "COMMUNITY LEADENSHIP IMP" -0.045 0.012 1.4658 1.2144
PROP, "INEWUALITY IMPORTANT" 0.056 0.016 2.1592 1.46V4
PROP. "LEISURE NOT IMPORTANT" ,A -0.016 0.005 1.7881 1.3372
PROP, "GOOD LUCK MORE IMPORTANT" -0.054 0.012 1.9573 1.3990_
PROP, "SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" -0.035 0,018 2,7270 1.6514
PROP. "PLANS NEVER oORK OUT" -0.071 0.012 1.4703 1.2126
PROP, WITH NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD,0F -0.055 0.011 1.906h 1.3808
PROP, WHO WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR OF TV -0,016 0.010 1.7605 1.3344
PROP, EXPECTING NO KIDS -0.004 0.009 2.0271
PROP, WITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 0.0b4 0#012 1.8848 1.3&5.0
PROP. WITH 2 OR MORE SIBS IN H.S. -0.055 -?0(.010 1.9332- 1.3904
PROP, HARD OF HEARING -0.009 0.004 1.8d46 1.3726
PROP, "PEOPLE GOOF AT WORK" -0.001 0.017 2.4883 1.5774
PROP. WHO PREFER WORK TO SCHOOL 0.006 0.020 2.1690 1.4727
PROP, "JOB ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS" 0.057 0,009 0.7846 0.8858
PROP. WITH POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 0.043 0.007 1.4280 1.1950

MEAN 1.9209 1.3739
STANDARD DEVIATION 0.5162 0.1858
MEDIAN 1.9199 1.3856
MINIMUM 0.7840 0.8858
MAXIMUM 3.3514 1.8307
RANGE 2.5608 0.9449

NUMBER OF N6NCOmPUTABLE DEFFS= 0

255



-A3-25-

SENIOR COHORT
DOMAIN: POST-SECONDARY EDUCATION SOME
STATISTICS: FOLLOW -UP

PROP.
PROP.
PROP.
PROP.

STATISTIC

PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER
ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE
PLANNING TO FINISH COLLEGE
SATISFIED wITH LESS THAN COLLEGE

ESTIMATE

0.331
0.944
0.653
0.478

SE

0.008
0.004
0.011
0.013

PROP. WHOSE MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.189 0.012
PROP, WHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.302 0.013
PROP. MARRIED - 0.057 0.004
PROP EXPACTING CHILD BY 25 0.424 0.011
PR-OP, STARTED FIRST JOB 0.305 0,008
PROP. EXPECTING, OwN PLACE BY 24 0.94 0.005
PROP, COMPLETED FULL TIME EDUC. 0.004
PROP, WITH HANDICAP 0.064 0.005
PROP: "SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT" 0.854 0.006'

PROP. "MONEY NOT IMPORTANT" 0.155 0.006
PROP. "COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP" 0.510 0.009
PRO?. "INEWUALITY IMPORTANT" 0.699 0.008
PRP. "LEISURE NOT IMPORTANT" 0.011 0.002
PROP, "GOOD LUCK MORE IMPORTANT" 0.080 0.004
PROP, 'SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 0.165 0.007
PRuP, "PLANS NEVER wORK OUT" 0.108 0.005
PROP. WITH NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF 0.080 0.005
PROP, WHO WATH MORE THAN ONE HOUR OF TV 0.738 0.008
PROP. EXPECTING NO KIDS 0.098 0.005
PROP, WITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 0.432 0.009
'PROP. WITH 2 OR MORE SIBS IN H.S. 0.089 0.005
PROP. HARD OF HEARING' 0.011 0.002
PROP, "PEOPLE GOOF AT WORK" 0.198 0.006
PROP, NHO PREFER wORK TO SCHOOL 0.449 0.010
PROP, "JOB, ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS" 0.647 0.006

'PROP. WITH POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 0.949 L0.005

MEAN
STANDARD DEVIATION
MEDIAN ,

MINIMUM m..1

MAXIMUM
RANGE

NUMBER OF NONcoMPuTA8LE DEF 6= 0

256

DEFF DEFT

2.1290 1.4593
2.2004 1.4834
3,6170 1.9019
4.7085 2.1699
6.7906 2.6059
5.6058 2.3677
2.0905 1.4458
3.4216 1.8498
2.1334 1.4606
2.3233 1.5242
2.3381 1.5291
2.9724 1.7241
2,0744 -1.4403
1.9689 1.4032
2..3019 1.5112
2.1577 1.4689
2.5628 1.6009
1.4859 1.2190
2.3695 1.5393
1.7620 1.327u
2.3555 1.5348
2.4560 1.5676
1.9726 1.4045
2.3585 1.5357
2.2069 3.4662
2.6963 1.6420
2.1754 1.4749
2.1499 1.4b62
1.6508 1.2848
3.6358 1.9068

2.b892 1.6114
1.1695 0.3096
2.3126 1.5207
1.4859 1.2190
0.7906 2.6059
5.3047 1.3809



SENIOR COHORT
DOMAIN: POST-SECONDARY EDUCATION SOME
STATISTICS: BASE YEAR

STATISTIC ESTIMATE SE D'eFF DEFT

PROP. PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER 0.336 0.007 1.5269 1.235T
PROP, ABLE TO FINISH C017tEGE 0.907 0.006 2.9927 1.7299
PROP, PLANNING TO FINISH COLLEGE // 0.636 0.010 A 3.0538 1.7475
PROP, SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 0.598 0.012 4.1846 2.0456
PROP, wHOSE MOTHER FINFISHED COLLEGE 0.192 0.010 4.0983 2.0244
PROP. WHOSE FATHER FIWISHED COLLEGE 0.314 0.013 4.3274 2.0802
PROP. MARRIED 0.004 0.001 1.6226 1.274.
PROP, EXPECTING CHILD BY 25 0,475 0.013 4.5131 2.1244
PROP, STARTED FIRST JOB 0.140 0.005 1.4032 1.164b
PROP, EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24 0.909 0.004,, 1.3100 1;1440,
PROP, COMPLETED FULL TIME EDUC. 0.004 0.0u1 1.8738 1.3089
PROP, WITH HANDICAP
PROP, "SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT"

U.
05U.

0.003
0.005

1.5218
2.0633

1.2330
1.4364

PROP, "MONEY NOT IMPORTANT" 0.120 0.006 2.4158 1.5543
PROP, "COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP" 0.553 0.009 2.2918 1.5139 c
PROP, "INEQUALITY IMPORTANT"- 0.635 0,010 3.0342 1.7419
PROP. "LEISURE NOT IMPORTANT" 0.01a 0.002 2.0465 1,4305
PROP, "GOOD LUCK MORE IMPORTANT" 0.085 0.004 1.3699 1.1704
PROP. "SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 0.184 0.008 2.7852 1c6689
PROP. "PLANS NEVER WORK OUT" 0.143 0.006 1.9495 1.3962
PROP, WITH NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD or" 0.093 0.006 2.8696 1.6940
PROP, WHO WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR OF TV 0.835 0.00'6 1.8649 1.3656
PROP, EXPECTING NO KIDS 0.099 0.006 2.7697 1,6643
PROP. 'ITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 0.367 0.008 1.8978 1.3776
PROP. WITH 2 OR MORE SIBS IN H.S. 0.125 0,.005 1.5757 1.2553
PROP, HARD OF HEARING 0.015 0.002 1.7083 1.3298
PROP, "PEOPLE GOOF AT WORK" u.172 0.007 2.0b53 1.4371
PROP, WHO PREFEk YORK 10 SCHOOL 0.459 0.009 1.9623 1.400d
PROP, "JOB ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS" 0.776 00,08 2.2955 1.5151
PROP. WITH POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 0.911 0:1;07 4.0888 2.0221

MEAN 2.4514 1.5369
STANDARD DEVIATION 0.9604 0.2933
MEDIAN 2.0643 1.4367
MINIMUM 1.3100 1.1446
MAXIMUM 4.5131 2.1244
RANGE 3.2031 0.9798

NUMBER OF NONCOMPU1A6LE DEFFS= 0

257
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SENIOR COHORT
DOMAIN: POST-SECONDARY EDuCATION SOME
STATISTICS: CHANGE

STATISTIC

PROP. PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER
PROP. ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE
PROP, PLANNING TO FLOISH COLLEGE
PROP, SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE

ESTIMATE

.4p,-0.006

0.035
-0.004
-0.110

SE

0,009
0.005
0.008
0.008

PROP, WHOSE MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.0 0.005
PROP, wHOSE FATHER. FINISHED COLLEGE 0.003 0.005
PROP. MARRIED 0.055 \0.004
PROP, EXPECTING CHILD BY 25 -0.042 0.010
PROP, STARTED FIRST JOB 0.162 0.009
PROP. EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24 0.008 0.00.6
PROP. COMPLETED FULL TIME EDUC. 0.048 0.004
PROP, WITH HANDICAP 0.020 0.006
PROP. "SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT" -0.049 0.009
PRoP,'"MONEY NOT IMPORTANT" 0.032 0.010
PROP, "COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMF"" -0.037 0.010
PROP, "INEQUALITY IMPORTANT" 0.065 0.011
PROP, "LEISURE NOT IMPORTANT" -0.005 0.002
PROP, "GOOD LUCK MORE IMPORTANT" -0.007 0,004
PROP, "SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" -0.021 0.009
PROP. "PLAN'S NENEH WORK OUT" -0.035 0.008
PROP, WITH NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF -0.015 0.006
PROP, WHO WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR OF TV -0.099 0.009
PROP. EXPECTING NO KIDS 10.005 0.006
PROP, WITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE

. 0.068 0.012
PROP, WITH 2 Ok MORE SIBS IN H.S. -0.037 0.006
PROP, HARD OF HEARING -0.004 0.-002
PROP. "PEOPLE GOOF AT WORK" 0.022 0.011
PROP, WHO PREFER WORK TO SCHOOL -0,019 N 0.014
PROP. "JOB ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS" 0.062 0.011
PROP. WI1H POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 0.042 0,006

MEAN
STANDARD DEVIATION
MEDIAN
MINIMUM
MAXIMUM
'RANGE

NUMBER OF NONCOMPUTABLE DEFFs= 0
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DEFF

1.7900
1.7262
2.3006
1.7291
2.8574
3.0112
1,8917
2.0202
1.9824
1.8000
2.0027
2.6540
13.4401
4.4319
2.3366
2.5205
1,3427
0.9000
2.41-0
2.2981
1.6800
2,2751
1.9283
2.9719
2.0153
1.7535
2.1463
2.1711
2..3866
2,4181

2.2402
0.0601
2.1587
0.9000
4.4319
3.5319

DEFT

_1.3379
1.3139
1.5168
1.3149
1.6904
1.735?
1:3754
-1.4213
1.4080
1.3416
1.4152
1.6291
1.8547
2.1052
1,.5286
1.5895
-1.1587
0.9487
1.5550
1.5159
1.2964
1.5484
1.3880
1.7239
1.4196
1.3242
1,4650
1.4735
1.5449
1.5550

1,4818
.0.2141
1.4692
0.9487
2.1052
1.1565

lir
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it

SENIOR COHORT
DOMAIN: ALL STuDENTS
STATISTICS: FOLLOW -UP CORRELATIONS

STATISTIC ESTIMATE SE

EDUC COMPLETE WITH IMP OF LEISURE -0.046 `0.015
EDuC COMPLETE WITH PRIDE 0.0,1 0.012
MOM COLL GRAD wITH PRIDE 0.042 0.013
MUM CULL GRAD WITH EDUC COMPLETE -0.121 0.010
PROF CAREER-wITH PRIDE 0.018 0.012
PROF CAREER WITH EDUC COMPLETE r. -0.154 0.010
IMP OF SUCCESS WITH IMP OF LEISURE 0.120 0.016
IMP OF SUCCESS WITH PRIDE 0.050 0.013
IMP OF SUCCESS WITH MOM COLL GRAD 0.017 0.014
IMP OF SUCCESS WITH PROF CAREER 0.029 0.010
ATT TO SELF WITH PRIDE -0.270 u,015
ATT TO SELF WITH EDUC _COMPLETE -0.002 0.015
ATT TO SELF WITH PROF CAREER -0.017 0.015
ATT TO SELF wITH IMP OF SUCCESS -0.105 0.014
PPL GOOF OFF WITH PRIDE 0.007 0.017
PPL GOOF OFF WITH EDUC COMPLETE 0.045 0.017
PPL GOOF dFF WITH PROF CAREER -0.038 0.017
PPL GOOF OFF wITH IMP OF SUCCESS 0.057 0.017

OF COMM LEADERS("wITH IMP OF LEISURE 0.057 0.00
IMP OF COMM LEADERS WITH PRIDE 0.040 0.013
IMP OF COMM LEADERS wITH MOM CULL GRAD 0.051 0.014
IMP OF COMM LEADERS wITH PROF CAREER 0.008 0.013
ImP OF COMM LEADERS wITH ATT TO SELF -0.174 0.012
IMP OF. COMM LEADERS wITH PPL GOOF OFF 0.021 0.016
ABLE TO COMP LOLL wIlH PRIDE 0.108 0.014
ABLE TU COMP COLL wITH EDUC COMPLETE -0.188 0.018
ABLE TO COMP CULL WITH PROF CAREER 0.137 0.012
ABLE, Tu COMP COLL wITH IMF OF SUCCESS 0.119 0.014
ABLE TO COMP COLL wITH PPL GUUF OFF -0,015 0.018
ABLE TO COMP CULL A/ IMP OF ocOmm LEADER'S- 0.124 0.010

MEAN
STANDARD DEhATION
MEDIAN
MINIMUM"
MAXIMUM.
RANGE c*.

r, NUMBER OF NONCOMPuTABLE DEFFs= 0

Ilk 259

DEFF

2.2647
1.4025
1,40546

1.0121
1.4525
1.0453
2.752
1.7227
-2.0145
1.0541
2.4475
2.2151
2.3114
2.0365
2.1491
2.1710
2.2475
2.2382
2.0712
1.7029
2.0005
1.7541
1.5089
1.9588
2.0175
3.4444
1.5712
2.0975
2.5330
1,0589

1.9324
0.5407
2.018b
1.0121
3.4444
2.4323

DEFT

1.5049
1.1543
1.2973
1.0050
1.2045
1.0224
1.6021
1.3125'
1.4211
1.0267
1.5545
1.4863
1.5203

'1.42-11
1.4660
1.4734
1.4992
1.4961
1.4392
1.3049
1.4144
1.3203
1.2284
1.3995
1.4204
1.8559
1.2535
1.4483

1.5915
1.0290

1.3764
,0.1976"
1.4207

1.855
0.8499
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SENIOR COHORT
DOMAIN: ALL STUDENTS
STATISTICS: BASE YEAR CORRELATIONS

STATISTIC ESTIMATE SE DEFF DEFT

EDUC COMPLETE WITH IMP OF LEISURE -0.045 0.015 2.3493 1.5327
EDUC COMPLETE WITH PRIDE- -0.043 0.013 1.6806 . 1.2964
.MOM COLL GRAD AITH PRIDE 0.058 0.013 1.5275 1.2359
MOM COLL'GRAD PITH EDUC COMPLETE -0,008 0.014 1.7647 1.3284
PROF CAREER WITH PRIDE 0.052 _0.015 2.2845 1.5115
PROF CAREER WITH EOUC COMPLETE -0.034 .010 1.0171 1.0085
IMP OF SUCCESS PITH IMP OF LEISURE 0.151 .019 4,1006 2.0250
IMP OF SUCCESS WITH PRIDE 0.063 0.01.4 2.0681 1.4381
IMP OF SUCCESS WITH MOM COLL GRAD 0,0 6.015 2.1276 1.4586
IMP OF SUCCESS PITH PROF CAREER 0.056 u.012 1.5420 1.2418
ATT TO SELF WITH PRIDE -0.241 0,015 2.4155 1.5542
ATT TG SELF WITH EDUC COMPLETE 0.043 0.014 1.9507 1.3967
ATT TO SELF WITH PROF CAREER ) -0.024 0.017 2.9342 1.7129
ATT TO SELF WITH IMP OF SUCCESS7 -0.097 0.012 1.5269 1.2357
PPL G006 uFF WITH PRIDE 0.035 0.013 1.4692 1.2121
PPL GOOF OFF WITH EDUC COMPLETE 0.0 0.013 1.4700 1.2124
PPL GOOF OFF WITH PROF CAREER -0.014 0.014 1.7530 1:3240
PPL GOOF OFF WITH IMP OF SUCCESS 0.051 0.017 2.6547 1.6293
IMP OF COMM LEADERS A1TH IMP OF LEISURE 0.059 0.012 1.5832 1.2582-
IMP OF COMM LEADERS WITH PRIDE 0.060 0.013 1.7541 1.3244
IMP OF COMM LEADERS WITH MUM COLL GRAD 0.094 0.012 1.3551 1.1641
IMP OF COMM LEADERS WITH PROF CAREER 0.047 0.014 2.0667 1.4376
IMP OF COMM. LEADtRS WITH ATT TO SELF -0.184 0.012 1.5440 1.2426
IMP OF COMM LEADERS WITH PPL GOOF OFF 0.014 0.017 2.6,186 1.6182
ABLE TO COMP COLL WITH PRIDE 0,164 0.015 2.39.5 1.5464
ABLE TO COMP COLL WITH EDUC COMPLETE -0.084 0.016 2.6945 '.1.6415
ABLE 10 COMP CW.L WITH PROF CAREER 0.150- 0.010 1.0811 1.0398

ABLE TO COMP COLVL WITH IMP OF SUCCESS 0.136 0.015 2.5017 1.5817
ABLE TO COMP COLL WITH PPL GOOF OFF. 0.018 0.013 1.5303 1.2370
ABLE TO COMP COLL A/ IMP OF COMM LEADERS 0.113 0.013 1.8399 1.3564

MEAN 1.9866 1.3934
STANDARD DEvIATION 0.6361 0.2157
MEDIAN 1.8023 1.3424
MINIMUM 1.0171 1.0085
MAXIMUM 4.1006 2.0250
RANGE 3.0855 1;0165

NUMBER OF NONCUMPUTAbLE DEFFS= '0

260



APPENDIX 4

ESTIMATES OF PROPORTIONS, MEANS, STANDARD ERRORS, AND DESIGN EFFECTS

Sophomore Cohort

Note: Design effects and root design effects which round
to 0.0 were not used in calculating means. The
number of such design effects is given in the last
line of each table.
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SOPHOMORE COHORT
DOMAIN: ALL STUDENTS
STATISTICS: FOLLOW -UP

STATISTIC ESTIMATE SE DEFF DEFT

IN VOCATIONAL PROG. 0.270 0.001 6.9215 2.6309
wORKED LAST WEEK 0.532 0.005 2.8044 1.0746
WORKING AT CLERICAL JOB 0.250 0.005 3.0798 1.754t/
"PEOPLE GOOF OFF AT wORK" 0.132 0.004 2.9584' 1.720u
"WORK BETTEk 1HAN SCHOOL" 0.513 0.005 2.1490 1.4659
"WORK ENCOURAGE GOOD HABITS" 0.789 0.004 2.1141 1.4540
FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL 0.887 0.005 6.2755 2.5051
FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.213 0.007 7.0404 2.6534
MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.136 0.005 5.3740 2,3182
WATCH MORE 1HAN ONE HOUR TV 0.791 0.003 1.4802 1,2186
SUCCESS IN wORK VERY IMPORT, 0.860 0.003 1.9604 1.4002
MONEY NOT IMPORTANT 0.103 0.003 2.5488 1,5985
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP. 0.478 0.006 3,7477 1.9359
LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP. 0.707 0.005 3.1489 1.7740
LEISURE NOT IMP. x 0,017 0,001 1.5518 1.2457
POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 0.932 0,002 1.5636 1.2504
"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN wORK 0.127 0.003 1.9857 1.4091
"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 0.25b 0.005 3,1218 1.7669
"PLANS DON'T WORK OUT" 0.199 0.004 2.4342 1.5602
"NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF" 0.128% 0.003 1.9918 1.4113
CORRECTING INEQUALITY NOT IMP 0,396 0.004 1.7382 1.3184
NO SERIOUS TROUBLE WITh LAW 0.949 0.003 4.8449 2.2011
PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTiVE 0,103 0.003 2.4802 1.5749
MARRIED 0.035, 0.002 2.8830 1.6979
EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 0.538 0.005 2.4038 1.5504
EXPECTING OwN ILACE By 24 0.921 0.002 1.325b 1.1514
EXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE .0.382 0.007 5.2876 2.2995
SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 0.744 0.006 4.8928 2:1663
EXPECTING NO KIDS 0.089 0.003 2.7064 1.8451
-HARO OF44HEARING 0.019 0.001 1.4719 1.2132
VOCAL. SCORE 10.387 0.085 5.7759 2.4033
READING SCORE 7.657 0.072 5.2171 2.2841
MATH, PART 1 SCOi'E 10.820 0.143 7.4071 2.7216
MATh, PART 2 SCOkE

91-7g

0.041 5.0310 2.2430
SCIENCE SCORE 9.475 0.073 5.9694 2.4432
-WRITING SCORE 9.503 0.074 4.9930 2.2345
CIVICS'SCORE 5.441 0.037 4.3264 2.0800

MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY) 321362 1,7187
MEAN . 3.5893 1.8371
STANDARD DEVIATION 1.8041 0.4695
MEDIAN 2.9584 1.7200
MINIMUM 1.3258 1.1514
MAXIMUM 7.4071 2.7216
RANGE 6.0813 1.5702

NumEk uF NONcumPuTABLE DEFFS= 0

AL
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SOPHOMORE COHORT
DOMAIN: ALL STUDENTS
STATISTICS: t3ASE ytAR

STATISTIC

1,

ESTIMATE SE DEFF DEFT

IN VOCAtIONAL PROG. 0:212 0.006 5.7053 2.3886
woRKED LAST WEEK io 0.362 0.005 . 2.9013 1.7033
WORKING AT CLERICAL%JOB 0.082 0,003 2.0492 1.6276
"PEOPLE GOOF OFF A) wc:R-K"-- 0.103 0.003 1.3558 1.1644
"WORK BETTER THAN -g'CHOOL" 0.557 0.006 3.0498 1.7464
"WORK ENCOURAGE 601)0 HAIIITS* 6.722 0.003 0.9449 0.9720
FATHER NON PROFEID4AL 0.883 0.004 3.1816 1.7837
FATHER FINISHED COLLEGV" 0.225 0.007 5.-3077 2.3038
MOTHER FINISHED COL-1..E1i.E 0.139 0.005 4,5075 2.1231
WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR TV 0.909 0.003 2.8953 1.7016
SUCCESS IN WORK VERY IMPORT. 0.850 0.003 1.8457 1.358_6
MONEY NUT IMPORTANT 0.102 0.003 2.5556 1.598t
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP. 0 0.539 0.005 2.5781 1.0056
LIVING CLOSE TO PAREN-TS IMF. 0.749i 0.004 2.1999 1.4832
LEISURE NOT IMP.

O

0.022 0.001 1.1894 1.0906
POSITIVE TO SELF_ 0.909 0.002 1.1311 1.0635
"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN WORK' 0.155 0.003 1.6117 1.2695
"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 0.301 0.004 1.7356 1.3174
"PLANS DON'T WORK uuT" 0.221 0.004 2.1900 1.4799
"NOT MUCH TQ BE PROUD OF" 0.156 0.003 1.0226 1.2730
CoRRECTI INEQUALITY NOT IMP 0.363 0.003 1.0026 1.0013
NO SERIOUS TROU8LE WITH LAw 0.944 0.002 1.9442 1.3943
PHYSICALL UNATTRACTIVE 0.166 0,003 1.6057 1.2672.
MARRIED 0.003 0.0 0.0 0.0
EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 0,583 0.001 1.5029 1.2501
EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24 0.929 0.00 1.4b92 1.2121
EXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE 0.397 0.006 3.9164 1.9790
SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 0.600 0.005 3.9431 1,9857
EXPECTING NO KIDS 0.101 . 0.003 2.4584 1.5679
HARD OF HEARING 0.024 0.001 1.0342 1.0170
VOCAB. SCORE 6.479 0.066' 4.0698 2.0174
READING SCORE 6,649 0.060 4.024b 2.0001
MATH, PART 1 SCORE 9.801 0.110 5.6457 2,37b1
MATH, PART 2 SCORE 2.494 0.039 5.1483 2.2690
SCIENCE SCORE 8,777 0.069 5.5397 .3537
ARITING SCORE 8.127 0.070 4.5226 2.1266
CIVICS SCORE 4.479 0.039 5.1815 2.2763

MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY) 2.4171 1.5079
MEAN 2.8952 1.6432
STANDARD DEVIATION 1.5260 0.4460

`MEDIAN 2.5668 1.6021
MINIMUM 0.9449 0.9720
MAXIMUM 5.705'3 2.3886
RANGE 4.7604 1.41b6

NUMBER OF NONCumPoTA6LE UEFFS= 1
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SOPHOMORE COHORT P

DOMAIN: ALL STUDENTS
STATISTICS: CHANGE

STALISTIC ESTIMATE SE DEFF DEFT

IN VOCATIONAL PROG. 0.054 0.004 1.6404 1.2831
WORKED LAST WEEK 0.177 0.005 1.6506 1.284/
WORKING AT CLERICAL JOB 0.1b8 0.005 2.0333 1.4260
"PEOPLE GOOF OFF AT WORK" -0.033 0,004 1.1838 1.0880
"WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL" -0.046 0.006 1.4872 1.2195
"wORK ENCOURAGE GOOD HA6ITS" 0.077 0,005 1.3504 1.1647
FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL 0.002 0.002 0.9520 0.9757
FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE -0.001 0.002 1.2415 1.1142
MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE -0.002 0.002 1.6009 1.2b53
WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR TV -0.116 0.003 1.1929 1.0922
SUCCESS IN wORK VERY IMPORT. ;0.009 0.004 1.9246 1.381373

MONEY NOT IMPORTANT 0.0 0.003 1.5772 1.2559
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP. -0.057 0.005 1.7508 1.3232
LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP. -0,04b 0.005 2.1302 1.4595
LEISURE NOT IMP. -0.006 u.002 2.7791 1.6671
POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 0.027 0.003 1.8007 1.3419
"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN WORK .-0.030 0.004 2.0871 1.4447
"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" -0.047 0.005 1.8100 1.3454
"PLANS DON'T WORK OUT" -0.026 0.004 1.4130 1.1867
"NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF" -0.036 0.004 1.8330 1.3539
CORRECTING INEWUALITY NOT IMF 0.033 0.005 1.6076 1.2679
NO SERIOUS TROUBLE WITH LAW 0.007 0.002 1.4052 1.1854'
PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE -0,063 0.004 2.0809 1.4425
MARRIED 0.035 0.0d2 2.1982 1.4626
EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 -u.037 0.005 1.6131 1.2701
EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24 -0.008' 0.003 1.6546 1:2863
EXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE -0.021 0.004 1.7280 1.3145
SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE -0.059 0.004 1.9367 1.3917
ExRECfING NO KIDS -0.020 0.004 3.0261. 1.7396
HARD OF HEARING -0.004 0.002 3.3381 1.8171
VOCAB. SCORE 2.070 0.040 2.8164 1.6782
READING SCORE 1.177 0.02b 1.1454 1.0702
MATH, PART 1 SCORE 1.352 0.053 2.5411 1.5941
MATH, PART 2 SCOkt 0.317 0.024 1.9262 1.3879
SCIENCE SCORE , 0.884 0.033 2.0444 1.4298
wRIfING SCORE 1.603 0.044 2.8714 1.6945
CIVICS SCORE q056 0,035 3.4508 1-.8576

MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY) 1.8013 1.3296
MEAN 1.9145 1.3676
STANDARD DEVIATION 0.6109 0.2130.

MEDIAN 1.8007 1.3419
MINIMUM 0.9520 0.9757
MAXIMUM 3.4508 1.857h
RANGE 2.4968 0.8819

NUMbEF OF NONcOmPuTABLE DEFFS= 0

264
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SOPHOMORE COHORT
DOMAIN: RACE WHITE OTHER
STATISTICS: FOLLOW -UP

STATISTIC ESTIMATE SE DEFF DEFT

IN VOCATIONAW4ROG. 0.247 0.006 3.7247 1,9300
WORKED LAST WEEK 0.581 0.006 2.8488 1.6876
WORKING AC CLERICAL JOB 0.249 0.006 3.1545 1.77b1
"PEOPLE GOOF OFF AT wORK" 0.133 0.005 3.287b 1.8132
"WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL" 0.534 0.005 1.5465 1.2436
"WORK ENCOURAGE GOOD HABITS" 0,781 0.005 2_2891 1.5130
FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL 0.870 0.005 3.9662 1.9915
FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.242 0.006 b.0415 -2.4579
MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.149 0.007 6.8497 2.6172
WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR TV 0.778 0.004 1.7474 1.3219
SUCCESS IN WORK VERY IMPORT. 0.853 0.004 2.356b 1.5351
MONEY NOT IMPORTANT 0.110 0.003 1.6996 1.3037
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP. 0.451 0.006 2.6587 1.6306
LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS ImP, 0.70,9 0.006 3.2002 1,7889
LEISURE NOT IMP. 0.012 0.001 1.4923 1.2216
POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 0.927 0.003 2.2940 1.5146
"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN WORK 0.098 0.003 1.7600 1.3267
"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" .0.230 0.005 2.3689 1.5391
"PLANS DON'T wORK OUT" 0.175 0.004 1.9077 1.3812
"NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF" 0.112 0.003 1.5681 1.2522
CORRECTING INEUUALITY NOT IMP 0.436 0.005 1.8598 1.3638
NO SERIOUS TROUBLE WITH LAw 0.951 0.003 3.5330 1.8796
PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE 0.099 0.003 1.6245 1.3507
MARRIED 0.036 0.002 1.9970 1.4132
EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 0.525 0.006 2.4720 1.5723
EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 2A 0.935 0.003 2.5440 1.5950
ExPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE 0.409 0.009 5.9599 2.4413
SATISFIED 01,TH LESS THAN COLLEGE 0.731 0.007 4.4030 2.0983
EXPECTING/NOIUDS 0.087 0.003 1.9633 1.4012
HARD OF HEARING 0.019 0.002 4.1449 2,0359
VOCAB. SCORE 11.621 0.087 4.8783 2.2087
READING SCORE 8.574 0.074 3.8994 1.9747

''MATH, PART 1 SCORE 12.443 0.147 5.6200 2.3706
MATH, PART 2 SCORE 3.151 0.047 4.3933 2.0960
SCIENCE SCORE 10.550 0.066 3.9835 1.9959
WRITING SCOkE 10.536 0.077 4.2667 2.0656
CIVICS SCORE 5.861 0.038 0.9307 0.9647

MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY) 2.9154 1;6666
MEAN 3.1199 1.7209
STANDARD DEVIATION 1.4634 0.4034
MEDIAN 2.6587 1.6306.

MAX
MIN MUM

MUM
0.9307
6.8497

0.9647
2.6172

RAN 5.9190 1.6525
NUMBER OF NONCOMPUTABLE UEFFS= 0

265
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SOPHOMORE COHORT
DOMAIN: RACE WHITE OrHER
STATISTICS: BASE YEAR

STATISTIC

) IN VOCATIONAL PRUG.
wORKED LAST WEEK
WORKING AT CLERICAL JOB
"PEOPLE GOOF OFF AT wORK"
"WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL"
"WORK ENCOURAGE G000 HABITS"
FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL
FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE
MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE
WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR'TV
SUCCESS IN WORK VERY IMPORT.
MONEY NOT ImPORTAN1
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP.
LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP,
LEISURE NOT IMP.
POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF
"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN WORK
"SOMEONE PREVtNTS SUCCESS"
"PLANS DON'T wORK OUT"
"NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF"
CORRECTING INEuUALI11 NOT IMP-
NO SERIOUS TROUBLE WITH LAW
PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE
MARRIED
EXPECTING KIDS BY 25/
EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24
EXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE
SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE
EXPECTING NO KIDS
HARD OF HEARING
VOCA8. SCORE
READING SCORE
MATH, PART CORE
MATH, PART 2,:kORE
SCIENCE SCORE' -
WRITING SCORE
CIVICS SCORE

-A4--5-

mEANIO(PROPORTIONS ONLY)
MEAN
STANDARD DEVIATION
MEDIAN
MINIMUM
MAXIMUM
RANGE

NUMBER OF NONCUMPUTABLE DEFFS= 1

ESTIMATE SE DEFT DEFT

0.177 0.006 4.5631 2.1362
0.396 0.006 2.7990 1.6730
0.075 0.003 2:0562 1.4339
0.161 0.003 0.9992 0.9996
0.578 0.006 2.2530 1.5010
0.709 0.004 1.1822 1.0873
0.872 0.004 2.1637 1.4709
0.251 0.006 4.8234 2.1962
0.151 0.0.06 4.4022 2.0981
0.905 0.003 J.9309 1.3896

Ar.t53 0.003 1.3091 1.1441
0.106 0.003 1.7379 1.3163
0.525 0,006 2.5987 1.6120
0.750 0.004 1.545b 1.2432
0.017 0.001 1.0841 1.0412
0.905 0.003 1.7152 1.3097
0.117 0.003 1.4465 1.2027
0.279 0.004 1.2760 1.1305
0.195 0.005 2.6485 1.6274
0.137 0.003 1.2738 1.1286
0.387 0.004 1.2192 1.1042
0.948 0.002 1.4462 1.2026
0.168 0.003 1.1220 1.0592
0.002 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.581 0.005 1.7348 1.3171
0.941 0.002 1.2447 1.1156
0.411 0.007 3.6813 1.9187
0.795 0.005 2.7418 1,6558
0.096 0.003 1.8124 1.3463
0.023 0.002 3.0257 1.7394
9.601 0.072 3.6143 1.9011
7.490 0.066 3.5032 1.8717

11.324 -0-4126 5.0654 2.250b
2.669 0.043 4.2557 2.0629
9.796 0.067 4.3243 2.0795
9.123 0.076 4.1479 2.0366
4.821 0.042 1.2299 1.1090

2.1324 1.4208.
2.4439 1.5143
1.2670 0.3938
1.99.35 1.4117
0.9992 0.999b
5.0654 _2.2506
4.0662 1.2510



-A4-6-

SOPHOMORE COHORT 3
DOMAIN: RACE WHITE OTHER
STATISTICS: CHANGE

STATISTIC ESTIMATE SE .4 DEFF DEFT

IN VOCATIONAL PROG. 0,066 0.005 1.9557 1.3985
WORKED LAST WEEK 0.190 0.007 2.1928 1.4808
WORKING AT CLERICAL JOB 0.17b 0.005 1.5014 1.2253
"PEOPLE GOOF OFF AT WORK" -0.034 0.005 1.3780 1.1739
"WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL" -0.045 0.007 1.5043 1.2265
"w0HK ENCOUHAGE GOOD HABITS" 0.084 0.006 1.4073 1.1863
FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL 0.0 0.003 1.5159 1.2312
FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.0 0.003 2.1149 1.4583
MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE -0.002 0.002 1.2024 1.09 5
WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR TV -0.126 0.003 0.8063 0.89
SUCCESS IN WORK VERY IMPORT. 0.001 0.004 1.3400 1.157
MONEY NOT IMPORTANT 0.003 0.003 1.0b96 1.043
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP. -0.063 0.006 1.8298 1.352
LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP. -0.044 0.006 2.2455 1.4985
LEISURE NOT IMP, -0.006 0.001 0.6467 0.8042
POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 0.025 0.0030! 1.2360 1.1117
"LUCK MORE IMP, THAN WORK -0.020 0.005 2.7878 1.6697
"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" -0.049 0.006 1.9694 1.4034
"PLANS DON'T WORK OUT" -0.026 0.005 1.7284 1.3147
"NOT MUCH TO BEPROUD OF" -0.031 0.0 4 10482 1.2034"
CORRECTING INEQUALITY NOT IMP -0.045 0.00 1.6033 1.2662
NO SERIOUS T4OuBLE WITH LAW 0.005 0.00 1.0917 1.0448
OlYS1CALLY UNATTRACTIVE -0.071 0,004 1.5582 1.2483
MARRIED 0.035 0.002 1.6248 1.2747
EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 -0.043 0.006* 1.7276 1.3144
EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24 -0.007 0.003 1.3991 1.1828
EXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE -0,011 0.004 1.2540 1.1198
SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE -0.066 0.004. 1.4303 1.1960
EXPECTING NO KIDS -0.016 0.004 2.2974 1.5157
HARD OF HEARING -0.003 0.002 2.6108 1.6158
VOCAB. SCORE 2.184 0.044 2.5913 1.6097
READING SCORE 1.261, 0.030 1.0543 1.025
MATH, PART 1 SCORE 1.474\ 0.060 2961 1.5153
MATH, PART 2 SCORE 0.372 0.028 1. 57 1.3512
SCIENCE SCORE 0.914 0.039 2.04 6 1.4309
WRITING SCORE 1.608 0.050 2.68 1.6385
CIVICS SCORE 1.128 0.037 2.'7992 1.6731

MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY) 1.6166. 1.2570
MEAN 1.7242 1.2960
STANDARD DEVIATION 0.5554 0.2137

MEDIAN 1.6033 1.2662
MINIMUM 0.6467 0.8042
MAXIMUM tRANGE

2.7992
2.1525

1.6731
0.8689

NUMBER OF NONcOmPUTABLE DEFFS'r. 0

267
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SOPHOMORE COHORT
DOMAIN: RACE BLACK
STATISTICS: FOLLOW -UP

STATISTIC ESTIMATE SE DEFF DEFT

IN VOCATIONAL PROG. 0.327 0.019 6.0088 2.4513
WORKED LAST WEEK 0.335 0.012 2.3714 i.5399
wORKING AT CLERICAL JOB 0.266 0.014 2.7537 1.6594
"PEOPLE GOOF OFF Al WORK" 0.137 0.010 2.0606 1.4355
"WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL" 0.408 0.016 2.5990 1.6122
"WORK ENCOURAGE GOuu HABITS" 0.821 0.009 1.4349 1.1979
FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL 0.949 0.007 2.8965 1.7019
FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.098 0.008 1.9062 1.3814
MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.101 0.008 2.1905 1.4800
WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR TV 0.861 0.010 2.9452 1.7162
SUCCESS IN WORK VERY IMPORT, 0.912 0.008 2.6186 1.6183
MONEY NOT IMPORTANT 0.074 0.007 2.3424 1.5305
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP. 0.568 0.015 2.9519 1.7181.
LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP. 0.643 0.012 2.0271 1.4238
LEISURE NOT IMP. 0.029 0.004 1.8665 1.3662
POSITIVE AT1ITUDE TU. SELF 0.961 0.0°6 2.9932 1.7301
"LUCK MORE IMP, THAN WORK 0.216 0.013 2.9845 1.727b
"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 0.339 0.41A. 3.3511 1.8314
"PLANS DON'T wuRK OW" 0.253 3.4891 1.8679
"NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF" 0.161 0.010 2.2449 1.4983
CORRECTING INEQUALITY NOT IMP 0.215 0.011 2.3172 1.5222
NO SERIOUS TROUBLE WITH LAw 0.953 0.009 5.7739 2.4029
PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE 0.109 0.008 2.0881 1.4450
MARRIED 0.013 0:002 0.9187 0.9585
EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 0.586 0.614 2.2475 1,4992
EXPECTING OWN.PLACE BY 24 0.861 0.009 1.9118 1.3827
EXPECT 10 FINISH COLLEGE 0.358 0.015 3.167 1.7796
SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 0.741 0.014 3.0606 1.7495
EXPECTING NU KIDS 0.096 0.009 2.6711 1.6344
HARD OF HEARING 0.016 0.003 2.0602 1.4353
vOCAB. SCORE 6.353 0.197 4.8374. 2.1994
READING SCORE 4.830 0.132 3.6040 1.8964
MATH, PART 1 SCORE 5.551 0.231 4.2149 2.0530
MATH, PART 2 SCORE 1.298 0.055 2.0367 1:4271
SCIENCE SCORE 5.728 0.171 5.6555 2.3781
wRITING SCORE 6.282 0.154 3.4159 1.8462
CIVICS SCORE 4.185 0.103 1.3224 1.1499

MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY) 2.g752 1.6099
MEAN 2.8471 1.6554
STANDARD DEVIATION 1.1788 0.3311
MEDIAN 2.6188 1.6183
MINIMUM 0.9187 0.9585
MAXIMUM 6.0068 2.4513
RANGE 5.0901 1.4926

NUMBER OF NONCOMPUTABLE DEFFS=^ 0



,/ J7
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V

SOPHOMORE COHORT
DOMAIN: RACE BLACK
STATISTICS: BASE YEAR

STATISTIC ESTIMATE SE DEFF DEFT

IN VOCATIONAL PROG. 0.335 0.017 944413 2.1074
wORKED LAST wEEK 0.212 0.007 1.0230 1.0115
WORKING AT CLERICAL JOB 0.099 0.007 1.4279 1.1950
"PEOPLE GOOF OFF Al WORK" 0.175 0.011 1.8675 1.3666
"WORK BETTER THAN SCHuOL" 0.447 0.015 2.0675 1.4379
"WORK ENCOURAGE GOOD HABITS" 0.785 0.010 1.4074 1.1863
FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL 0.937 0.008 2.1983 1.4827
FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.119 0.008 1.0341 1.0169
MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.116 0.006 0.8550 0.9247
WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR TV 0.941 0.005 1.5259 1.2353
SUCCESS IN WORK VERY IMPORT. 0.873 0.006 1.8865 1.3735
MONEY NOT IMPORTANT 0.090 0.005 0.9947 0.9973
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP. 0.576 0.011 1.5739 1.2546
LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP. 0,712 0.011 1.8885 1.3742
LEISURE NOT IMP. 0.035 0.004 1.5566 r.2476
POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 0.938 0.005 1.1306
"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN wORK
"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS"

0.280
0,360

0.011
0.010

1.7163
1.2179

1.3101
1.106.

"PLANS DON'T,wORK uuT" 0.276 0.008 0.9556
"NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF" 0.194 0.011 2.2874 1.5124%
CORRECTING INELIUALITY NOT IMP 0.246 0.009 1.3997 1.1831
NO SERIOUS TROUBLE WITh LAW 0.942 0.005 1.4258 1.1941
PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE 0.140 0.008 1.6275 1.2757
MARRIED 0.003 0.001 1.0261 .0130
EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 0.567 0.011 1.3911 1..1795
EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24 0.886 0.008 1,8159 1.3475
EXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGk 0.413 0.013 2.3154 1.5217
SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 0.781 0.009 1.4444 1.2018
EXPECTING NO KIDS 0.127 0.008 1.7418 1.3198
HARD OF HEARING 0.026 0.004 1.9798 1:4071
vOCAB. SCORE 4.666 0.164 3.8737 1.9682
READING,SCORE 4.082 0.111 2.5829 1.6071
MATH, PART 1 SCORE 4.740 0.210 3.7966 1.9490
MATH, PART 2 SCORE 1.215 0.052 1.9579 * 1.3992
SCIENCE SCORE 5.177 0.132 3.2456 1.801b
WRITING SCORE 4.934 0.144 3.0449 1.7449
CIVICS SCORE 3.479 0.077 .0.8539 0.924'1

MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY) 1.6443 1.2622
MEAN 1.8564 1.3314
STANDARD DEVIATION 0.6653 0.2935
MEDIAN 1.6275 1.2757
'MINIMUM 0.8539 0.9241
MAXIMUM 4.4413 2.1074
RANGE 3.58/4 1.1833

NUMBER OF NONCOMPUTABLE DEFFS= 0

269
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SOPHOMORE COHORT
DOMAIN: RACE BLACK
ST.ATISTICS: CHANGE

STATISTIC ESTIMATE SE DEFF DEFT

IN VOCATIONAL PROG. -0.010 0.013 1.8078 1.344b
WORKED LAST WEEK 0.140 0.0.14 1.8582 1.3631
WORKING AT CLERICAL JOB 0.156 0.013 1.3968 1.1819
"PEOPLE GOOF OFF AT wORK" -0.037 0.013 1.2067 1.0985
"WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL" -0.070 0.018 1.3279 1.1524
"wORK ENCOURAGE GOOD HABITS" 0.030 0.017. 1.8633 1.3650
FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL 0.019 0.008 1.8941 1.3762
FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE -0.008 0.009 1.7995 1.3414
MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE -0.013 0.006 1.2434 1.1151
WATCH MORE THAN UNE HOUR TV -0.066 0.008 1.4699 1.2124
SUCCESS IN WORK VERY IMPORT. 0.038 0.010 1.8674 1.3665
MONEY NOT IMPORTANT -0.015 01-.007 1.1429 1.0691
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP, -0.020 0.011 0.9617 0.9807
LIVING CLOSE ,TO PARENTS IMP. -0.075 0.016 2.0634 1.4433
LEISURE NUT IMP. -0.002 0.006 1.s922 1.3756
POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 0.024 1.006 -1.1731 1.0831
"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN WORK -0.065 0.009 0.8318 0.9120
"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" -0.025 0.014 1.3893 1.1787
"PLANS D.ON'T WORK OuT" -0.023 0.010 0.8479 0.9208
"NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF -0.033 0.009 0.8686 0.9320
CORRECTING INEQUALITY NOT IMP -0.012 0.015 2.1002 1.4492
NO SERIOUS TROUBLE WITH LAW 0.023 0.005 0.9692 0.9845
PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE -0.031 0.014 2.9781 1.7257
MARRIED 0.0/8 0.004 1.7244 1.3132
EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 0.034 0.017 1.8462 1.3588
EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24 -0.020 0.012 1.6932 1.3012
ExPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE -0.058 0.099 0.8685 0.9319
SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE -0.052 0.013 1.7395 1.3189
EXPECTING NO KIDS 0.012 2.4114 1.5529
HARD OF HEARIN6 -0.013 0.004 1.5732 1.2543
vOCAB. SCORE 1:644 0.103 2.0322 1 A255
READING SCORE 0.874 0.096 2.3524 1)338
MATH, HART 1 SCORE 1.300 0.119 1.7492 1. 226
MATH, PART 2 SCORE 0.208 0.062 1.8190 1.3487
SCIENCE SCORE 0.784 0.093 2.0948 1.4474
WHITING SCORE 1.642 0.079 1.1295 1.0628
CIVICS SCORE 0.830 0.0b9 1.6481 1.2838

MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY) 1.56 0 1.2334
MEAN .1 23 1.254b
STANDARD DEVIATION 0.4 37 0.1971
MEDIAN 1.7244 1.3132
MINIMUM 0.8318 0.9120
MAXIMUM 2.9781 1.7257
RANGE 2.1463 0.8137

NUMBER OF NONCOMPOTABLE DEFFS= 0

2704
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SOPHOMORE COHORT
DOMAIN: RACE HISPANIC
STATisTICS: FOLLOW -UP

STATISTIC

IN VCATIONAL PROG.
wORKE9FLAST WEEK
_WORKING AT CLERICAL JOB
"PEOPLE GOOF OFF AT WORK"
"WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL"
"WORK ENCOURAGE GOOD HABITS"
FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL
FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE
MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE-
wATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR TV
SUCCESS IN wORK ,VERY IMPORT.
MONEY NOT IMPORTANT
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP.
LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP.
LEISURE NOT IMP.
POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF
"LUCK MORE IMP, THAN WORK
"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCJCESS"
"PLANS DON'T WORK OUT"
"NOT MUCH To BE PROUD OF"
CORRECTING INEUUALI1Y NOT IMP
NO SERIOUS TROUBLE WITH LAw
PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE
MARRIED
EXPECTING KIDS BY 25
EXPECTING OwN PLACE BY 24
EXPECT 10 FINISH COLLEGE
SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE
EXPECTING NO KIDS
HARD OF HEARING
VOCAB. SCORE
READING SCORE
MATH, PART 1 SCORE
MATH, PART 2 SCORE
SCIENCE SCORE
WRITING SCORE
CIVICS SCORE

MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY)
MEAN
STANDARD DEVIATION
MEDIAN
MINIMUM
MAXIMUM
RANGE

NUMBER OF NONCOMPUTABLE DEFFs= 0

ESTIMATE

0.355
0.431
0.240
0.122
0.469
0.807
0.943
0.114
0.081
0.803
0.851
0.091
0.545
0.756
0.035
0.941
0.228
0.341
0.302
0.188
0.315
0.935
0.129
0.048
0.575
0.886
0.240
0.827
0.092
0.024
(3.899
4.918
6.195
1.614
6.639
6.381
4.118

SE

0.011
0.012
0.011
0.008
0.013
0.013
0.005
0.009
0.006
0.007
0.000
0.007
0.010
0.010
0.000
0.005
0.011
0.014
0.014
0.011
0.011
0.006
0.008
0.006
0.011
0.007
0.012
0.009
0.007
0.003
0.137
0.110
0.195
0.061
0.118
0.164
0.061

(JEFF

2.61-73
2.9314
2.6089
2.1528
2.4015
4.1020
2.0183
3.2962
2.0994
1.4913
1.2903

-2.0848
1.7977
2.4349
4.7361
1.8698
2.8676
3.5358
3.8187
3.26467
2.5017
2.6253
2.14934'

3.2291
1.9791
1.9514
3.5214'
2.3651
2.3944
1.8786
3.0219
3.3395
3.4072
3.0167
3.0901
4.5132
1.0564

2.6348
2.7160
0.8'376
2.6173
1.0504
4.73b1
3.b797

DEFT

1.6178
1.7121
1.b152
1,4072
1.5689
2.0253
1.4207
1.81b1
1.4489
1.2212
1.1359
1.6365
1.3408
1.5604
2.1763

-1.3747
1.6935
1.8804
1.9542
1.8080
1.5817
1.6203
1.5791
1.7970
1.4068
1.3969
1.8765
1.5379
1.5474
1.3706
1.7364
1.6274
1.8459
1.7369
1.7579
2.1244
1.0278

1.6063
1.6284
0.2574
1.6178
1.0276
2.1763
1.1465

/
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SOPHOMORE COHORT
DOMAIN: RACE HISPANIC
STATISTICS: BASE YEAR

t STATISTIC .,. .

.

ESTIMATE SE

IN VOCATIONAL PROG. 0.309 0.013
wORKED LAST WEEK 0.301 *0.011
WORKING AT CLERICAL JOB 0.109 0.008
"PEOPLE GOOF OFF AT WORK" 0.463 0.007
"WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL" 0.509 0.012
"wORK ENCOURAGE GOOD HABITS" 0.750 0.010
FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL 0.924 0.007
FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.110 0.007
MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.083 0.006
WATCH MORE THAN ONE'HOUR TV 0.906 0.008
SUCCESS IN WORK VERY IMPORT, 0.816 0.007
MONEY NOT IMPORTANT . 0.092 0.004
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP. 0.585 0.010
LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP. 0.760 0.010
LEISURE NOT IMP. 0.043 0.004
POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 0.906 0.006
"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN WORK 0.280 0.009
"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 0.385 0.012
"PLANS DON'T WORK OUT" 0.328 0.009
"NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF" ...

0.241 0.010
CORRECTING INEQUALITY NOT IMP 0.324 0.009
NO SERIOUS TROuBLE WITH LAW 0.927 0.006
PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE 0:183 0.009
MARRIED 0.007 0.08
EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 0.610 0.0-10

EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24 0.892 0.006
EXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE 0.292 0.011
SATISFIED wITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 0.849 0.01)0
EXPECTING NO KIDS 0.108 0.006
HARD OF HEARING 0.030 0.004
VOCA8. SCORE 5.473 0.110
READING SCORE- 4.140 0.085
MATH, PART 1 SCORE 5.642 0.155
MATH, PART 2 SCORE 1.473 0.057
SCIENCE SCORE 6.153 0.099
wRITING SCORE 5.206 0.100
CIVICS SCORE 3.378 0.0(74

MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY)
MEAN
STANDARD DEVIATION-
MEDIAN
MINIMUM
MAXIMUM
RANGE 0.4

iUMBER OF NONCUMPUTABLE DEFFS= 0

272

DEFF DEFT

3.6730 1.9165
2.7120 1.6488
2.4117 1.D.30
1.1816 1.0870
1.9429 1.3939
1.8428 1.3575
21.3032 1.5176
1..4229 1.1928
1.6b12*. 1.2889
.

3.5110 1.8740
1.4858 1.2189
0.86(43 0.9324
1.8329 1.3538
2.6272 1.6209
1.7636 1.3280
1.7051 ,1.3058
1.6144 1.2/06
2.4111 1.5526
1.4838 1.2181
2.2444 1.4981
1.6552 1.2865
2.3722 1.5402
`2.3240 1;5245
2.2465 1.4988
1.6949 1.3019
1.5216 1.2335
2.6465 1.6268
2.1452 1'.4647
1.6036 1.2663
2.3937 1.5471
2.2691 1-.5063
2.0388 1.4279
2.4999 1.5811
2.7634 1.6623
2.1909 1.4802
1.8670 1.3664
0.7681 0.8764

2.0435 1.4139
2.0460 1.4140
0.6157 0.2187
2.0388 1.4279
0.7601 0.8764
3.6730 1.9185
2.9049 1.0401

fk
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SOPHOMORE COHlee'T
DOMAIN: RACE HISPANIC
\STATISTICS: CHANGE

STATISTIC

IN VOCATIONAL PHOG.
WORKED LAST WEEK
WORKING AT CLERICAL JOB
"PEOPLE GOOF OFF Al WORK"
"WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL"
"WORK ENCOURAGE GOOD HABITS"
FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL
FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE
MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE
WATCH .MORE THAN UNE HOUR TV
SUCCESS IN WORK VERY IMPORT.'

ESTIMATE

0.039
0,130
0.125

-0.026
-0.039
0.065
0.008

-0.001
0.003

-0.100
0.031:

SE

0.011
0.014
0.011
'0.013
0.015
0.011
0.006

"0.005
0.005
0.009
0.009

DEFF

1.7313
2..4331
1.5755
'1.9988
1.4820
1.1094,
1.733d
1.4064
1.6786
1.8341
1.5575

MONEY NOT IMPORTANT 0.006 1:1887
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP. -0.046 0.013 1.8732
LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS PAP. -0.035 0.01b 3.8685
LEISURE NOT IMP. -0.010 0.006 2.1462
POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 0,.037 0.007 1.6358
"LUCK MORE IMP. 1HAN KIRK -0.060 0.011 1.6017
"SOMEONE PREVENT& S6CCESSI, -0.050, 0.0101. 1.0384
"PLANS DON'T wOHCOuT" -0.029 0..013 1.8113
"MT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF -0.069 0.015 3.1283
CORRECTING INEUUALITY NOT IMP -0.003 0,012 1.6262
NO SERIOUS TROUBLE WITH LAw 0.005 0.007 '1.9999
PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE -0.046 0.012 a.=1631
MARRIED 0.04 0.005 1.5359
EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 -0.04 . 0.010 1.0158
EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24 -0.009 2.1700
EXPECT 10 FINISH COLLEGE -0.052 0.012 2.8273
SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE -0.021 0.007 1.1482.
EXPECTIN$ NU KIDS -0.023 0.009 2.3177
HARD OF HEARING 70.005 0.005 2.3762
vOCAB. SCORE 1.613 0.104 2.5659
READING SCORE 0.955 0.075 1.5988
MATH, RAH] 1 SCORE 0.696 0.123 2.2009

`MATH, PART 2 SCORE 0.087 0 058 r.8927
SCIENCE SCORE 0.801 0.084 2.0068
WRITING SCORE 1.538 0.103- 2.3704

4'1' CIVICS SCORE 0.835 .0.071 2.1339
F

OUT

.1.3158

1:g::.
1.4138

1:(T3:
1.3164

1..gr6
1.3543
1.2480
1.0903

1:=9
1.4650
1.2790 )

1.2556
1.0190
1.3459

1.2g71.2752
1.4142
1.5594
1.2393.

11:1111

1:r7"1

1:5224
1.5415
1.6018

11,X:
1.3758
1.4166
1.5396
1.4808

MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY) 1.8771 1.3527
MEAN
STANDARD DEVIATION

11.91b
0.5 2

1.3709
0.2072

MEDIAN 1.3543
MINIMuM 1.0158 1.097-9

MAXIMUM 3.8685 1.9669
RANGE 2.8521 0.90

NUMBER OF NONcOMPUT ABLE DEFFS= 0

'17 .

.13

e

ft 2473



-A4-13-

SOPHOmoRt COHORT
DQMAIN: SIES LOw
STATISTIC: FOLLOW -UP.

STATISTIC SE [JEFF- DEFT

IN VOCATIONAL PROG. 0.386 0.006 1.8020 1.3424
WORKED LAST WE 0.440 0.9786 0.9892
WORKING AT CLAM' JOB 0.233

.0.006
0.006 1.8683 1.3669

"PEOPLE GOOF OFF Al WORK" 0.131 0.006 1.5131 1.2301
"WORK BETTER TAN SCHOOL" 0.482 0.011 2.3641 1.5376
"WORK ENCOURAGE GOuU HABITS" 0.795 0.006 1.9766 41.4060
FATHER. NON PROFESSIONAL 0.995 0.001 1.0498 -1.0246,
FATHER FINISHED COLI4GE 0.002 0.001 2.5877 1.6086
MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.004 0.001 1.3242 1.1507:
WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR TV 0.847 0.006 1.7897 1.3378
SUCCESS IN WORK VERY IMPORT. 0.856 0;007 2.4383 1.5615
MONEY NOT IMPORTANT 0.109 0.005 1.5776 1.2560
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP. 0.466- 0.009 1.9635 1.4013
LIVING CLOSE TO PAktNTS IMP. 0.712 0.008 1.8947 1.3765
LEISURE NOT IMP. 0.025 0.002 0.9923 0.9961
POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 0.925 0.004 1.3041 1.1420
"LUCK MORE IMP. THANt,wORK 0.006 1.3914-1.1796
"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 0:3-41 0.010 2.4177 -1.5549
"PLANS DON'T WORK OUT" 0.271 0.009 2,2697 1.5066
"NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF" 0.163 0.007 1.9972 1.4132
CORRECTING INEQUALITY NOT IMP, 0.350 0-.007 1.3048 1,-.1423
NO SERIOUS TROUBLE WITH LAW 0.958 0.003 1.3324 1.1543
PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE 0.144 0.007 2.3547 e.1.5345
MARRIED 0.030 0.002 0.7643' .0,.8743
EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 0.601 0.009 1.827.6._--<1.3519
EXPECTING OwN PLACE BY 24 0.907 .1.0271 1.0135
EXPECT 10 FINISH COLLEGE 0.210 0.007 1.7874 1.3369
SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 0.866 0.007 2.3822 1.5434
EXPECTING NO KIDS 0.083 0.005 1.8036 1.3430
HARD OF HEARING 0.025 0.002 1.0791 1.0386
VOCAB. SCORE 7.827 6.097 2.0852 1.4440
READING SCORE 5.832 0.088 2.4436 1.5632
MATH, PART r SCORE" 7.512 0.146 2.5816 1.6067
MATH, PART 2 SCORE 1.797 0.047 2'.3903 1.5461
SCIENCE SCORE 7.619 0.095 2.78/6 1.6676
WRITING SCORE 7.922 0.088 1.8496 1.3600
CIVICS SCORE 4.671 0.052' 0.5992 0.7741

ME)114 (PROPORTIONS ONLY) '4 1.7055 1.2905
MEAN A 1.7809 1.3156
STANDARD DEVIATION 0.5742 0.2272
MEDIAN 1..a2-716 1.3519
MINIMUM 0.5992 0.7741
MAXIMUM 2.7816 1.6676
RANGE 2.162/4, 0.6937

NUMBER OFNONCOImPUTABLE DEFFS= 0

.Y
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SOPHOMORE COHORT
DOMAIN: SES LOW
STATISTICS: BASE YEAR

STATISTIC ESTIMATE SE DEFF DEFT

IN VOCATIONA,L PROD. ---- 0.308 0.009 2.2641 1.5047
WORKED LAST WEEK 0.274 0.007 1.4952 1.226
WORKING Al CLERICAL JOB 0.066 0.004 1.2414 1.1142
"PEOPLE GOOF OFF AT WORK" 0.169 0.006 1.1191 1.0579
"WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL" 0.528 0.012 2.5817 1,6066
"WORK ENCOURAGE 60uu HABITS" 0.735 0.007 1.1396 1.0675
FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL. 0.983 0.002 0.9464 0.9739
FATHER FINISHED C4LLEtE 0.015 0.003 2.2290 1.4930
MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.013 0.002 1.4740 1..2141
WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR TV `0.936 0.003 0.8988 4.9481
SUCCESS IN WORK yERY IMPORT. 0.625 0.005 1.0116 1.0056
MONEY NOT IMPORTANT 0.120' 0.006 1.9827 1.4081
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER AMP. 0.498. 0.007 1.1203 1.0585
LIVING CLOSE T PARENTS IMP. 0.774 0.007 1.6207
LEISURE NOT 0.037 0,003 1.4943 1.2224
POSITIVE ATTIT 'E 10 SELF 0.'898 0.004 0.8875 4.9421
"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN WORK 0.208 0.006 1.1254 1.0608
"sOMEpNE PREVENTS SUWW1 0.385 0.009 1,7091 1.3073
"-PLkgS DON'T WORK OuT"" 0\.294 0.00b 1.583u 1.25dt
"VI MUCH TO BE PROW) 6F" 0.199 0.007 1.6015 1.2655
cORRE;TINq INEQUALITY NOT IMP 0.335 0.008 1.6570 1.2)372
NO SER "IO'US TROUBLE WITH LAW 0.958 '-1.2647 1.1246

1-.- PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE 6.206 0.006 ',2.1557 1.4882
".MARIED 0.003 0.001 1.5975 1.2639

EXPCTTNG-KIDS BY 25 0.625 2.2410 1.4937
EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY ')44 0.910 0.005 1.6231 1.2740
EXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE 0.233 0.006 1.1804 1.0865
SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 0.891 0.005 1,..4434 1-.2014

EXPECTING.NO KIDS 0.119. 0.005 1.3142 1.1464'
HARD OF HEARING 0.041 0.002 0..7458 0.8636
VOCAB, SCORE b.D44 0.089 1.9124 1'.3829

.,,READING SCORE- 4.940 0.070' 1.6089 1.2664
mATH, PART 1 SORE 0.116 1.6,678 1.2992
mATFf, PART 2 'SCuRE 4,0 1.687 0.033 1.1657 1.0797
,SCIENCE SCORE 6.965 0.064 1.9950 1.4125
wRITING SCORE 6.431, 0.104 2.5802 1.6063
CIVICS SCORE 3.735 0.951 .0.6280 0.7925:

MEAN _(PROPORTIONS ONLY) 4 1.4913 1.2071
MEAN 1.5221 1.21,77
STANDARD DEVIATION 0-4933 0.2009
HEDIAN 1.4952 1.12228

MINIMUM 0,6280 0.7925
MAXIMUM 2.5817 1.6068
RANGE 1.9537 0.8143

NUMBER OF NONCUMPUTABLE OEFFS=

4.

27
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SOPHOMORE COHORT
DOMAIN: 5E5 LOW
STATISTICS: ORANGE

STATISTIC ESTIMATE SE DEFF DEFT

IN VOCATIONAL PROG. 0.071 0.00. 1.5137 1.2303
wOOPED LAST REEK 0.165 0.009 1.3627 1.1674
WORKING ACCLERICAL JOB 0.154 0.010 1.9726 1.4045
"PEOPLE GOOF OFF Al RORK" -0.040 0.007 ,0.7613 0.8725
"WORK BETTER THAN SCHQOL" -0.045 0.014 1.78.85 1.3373
"WORK ENCOURAGE GOOD HABITS" 0.062 0.010 1.2138 1.1017
FATHER NUN PROFESSIONAL 0.011 0.003 2.2440 1.4980
FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE -0.008 0.002 1.4170 1.1904
MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE -0.007 0.002 1.7211 1.3119
WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR TV -0,083 0.006 1.4045 1.1851
SUCCESS IN WORK VERY IMPORT. 0.025 0.006 0.9111 0.9545
MONEY NOT IMPORTANT -0.009 0.007 1.8086 1.3446
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP. -0.033 0.009 1.2709 1.1273
LIVING CLOSE TO PAREN1S IMP. -9.0(30 0.008 1.2441 _1.1154
LEISURE NOT IMP. -0.013 0.004 1.7448_ 1.3209
PaOSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 0.024 0.006 1.415 1.1897
"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN WORK -1).048 0.008 1.4531 1.2054
"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" -0.045 0.010 1.3931 1.1803
"PLANS DON'T WORK OUT" -0.034 0.008 1.0314 1.0156
"NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF" -0.047 0.007 1;1030 1.0503
CORRECTING INEQUALITY NOT IMP 0.016 0.010 1.5431 1.2422
NU SERIOUS TROUBLE WITH LAW 0.0 0.005 2.2256 1.4918
PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE -0.060 0.007 1.2275 1.1079
MARRIED 0.030 0.003 1.202.1 1.0964
EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 -0.021 0,010 1.4150 1.1895
EXPECTING OwN PLACE BY 24 -0.005 0.006 1.234,4' 1 1.1110
EXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE -o.a22 0.007 1f3757 1.1729
SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE - 0.021' 0.006 1.3335 1.1546
EXPECTING NO KIDS -0.041 0.005 0.9757 0.987b
HARO OF HEARING -0..005 0,003 1.2677 1.1259
VOCAB. SCORE 2.017 0.-069 1.7890 1.3375
READING SCORE 1.064 0.056 1.3215 1.1496
MATH, PART 1 SCORE 1.015 0.041 1.7745 1.3321
MATH, PART 2 5COR.E 0.163 0.045 1.6795 1.2960

\SCIENCE SCORE 0.835 0.056 1.3711 1.1709
NRR1TING SCORE 1.705' 0.065 1.4214 1.1922
IVICS SCORE 1.025 .0.056 1.9838 1.4085

MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY) 1.4192 1.1828
MEAN 1.4572 1.1992

,STANDARDDEVIATION v.3392. 0.1401
MEDIAN' 1.4045 1.1851
MINIMUM 0.7613 0.8725
MAXIMUM 2.2440 1.4980
kANGE 1.4827 0.6255

.NUMBER OF NONCOmPUTABLE DEFFS= 0

5

2 6
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SOPHOMORE COHORT
DOMAIN: SES MIDDLE
STATISTICS: FOLLOw-UP

STATISTIC ESTIMATE Se DEFF DEFT

IN VOCATIONAL PROG. 0.007 2.9994 1.7319
WORKED LAST WEEK / 0.576 0.00/ 2.4704 1.5718
wORKING AT CLERICAL JOB 0.270 0.000 1.8545 1.3618
"PEOPLE GOOF OFF AT WORK" 0.128 0.005 2.1229 1.4570
"WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL" 0.517 0.006 1.3842 1.1765
"wORK ENCOURAGE GOOD HABITS" 0.793 0.004 0.9590 0.9796
FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL 0.942 0.003 1.876? 1.3699
FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.074 0.003 1.4444. 1.2018
MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.053 0.003 2.0541 1.4332
WATCH MORE THAN UNE HOUR TV. 0.7.96 0.005 1.8452 1.3584
SUCCESS IN WORK VERY IMPORT. 0.8b7 0.004 1.6202 1.2729
HONEY NOT IMPORTANT 0.098 0.004 2.1142 1.4540
BEING COMMUNITY LEAOER IMP. 0.476 0.007 2.2699 1.5060
LIVING COSE TO PARENTS IMP. 0.719 0.000 2.0657 1.4373
LEISURE NOT IMP. V.013 0.001 0.8899 0.9434'
POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 0.932 0.003 1.5750 1.2550,
"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN WORK 0.106 0.003 1.0387 1.0192
"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 0.225 0.005 1.5277 1.2'360-

"PLANS DON'T WORK oUf" 0.177 0.005 1.8642 1.3654
"NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF 0.111 0.004 1.7736 1.3318
CORRECTING INEQUALITY NOT IMP 0.416 0.005 1.1913 1.0915
Nb SERIOUS TROUBLE WITH LAW 0.961 0.002 1.2439 1.1153
PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE 0.102 0.004 1.9865 1.4094
MARRIED 0.012 0.002 3.5790 1.8918
EXPECTING KIDS BY' 25 0.548 0.005 1.0804 1.0394
EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24 0.929 0.003 1.4693 1.2121
EXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE 0.367 0.006 1.7835 1.3355
SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 0.772 0.006 2.2874 ..`1.5124
EXPECTING NO KIDS 0.074 0.003 1.4228 1.1928
HARD OF HEARING 0.017 0.002 2.8911 1.7003
VOCAB. SCORE 10.926 0.089 3.'3440 1.8287
READING SCORE 8.065 0.070 2.3770
MATH, PART 1 SCORE 11.619 0.1319 3.4117 1.847i
MATH, PART 2 SCORE 2.831 0.039 2.1450 1.4640
SCI NCE SCORE 10.006 0.074 3.1317 1.7697
wRI ING SCORE 10.113 0.080_ 2.8985 1.7025
CIVI S SCORE 5,684 0.038 0.6096 0.7808

MOAN (PROPORTIONS. ONLY) 1.8229 1.3321
MEAN 1.9622 1.3757
STANDARD DEVIATION 0.7447 0.2679
MEDIAN 1.8b42 1.3654
MINIMUM 0.6090 0.7808
MAXIMUM 3.5790 1.891b
RANGE 2.9b94' 1x.1110-

NUMBER OF NONCOmPUTABLE DEFFS= 0

147 277
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SOPHOMORE COHORT
DOMAIN: SES MIDDLE
STATISTICS: BASE YEAR

STATISTIC

IN VOCATIONAL PROD,
wORKED LAST REEK
wORKING AT CLERICAL JOB-
"PEOPLE GOOF OFF ATwORK"
"wURK BETTER THAN SCHOOL"
"WORK ENCOURAGE GOOD HABITS"
FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL
FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE
MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE
wAtTCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR TV
SUCCESS IN WORK NERYAMPORT.
MONEY NOT IMPORTANT
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP,
LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP.
LEISURE NOT IMP.
POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF
"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN WORK
"SOMEONE PREVENTS SbCCESS"
"PLANS DON'T WORK -OUT"
"NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF"
CORRECTING INEQUALITY NOT IMP
NO SERIOUS TROUBLE.wITH LAW
PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE
MARRIED
,EXPECTING KIDS BY 25
EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY'24
EXPECT TU FINISH COLLEGE
SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE
EXPECTING' NO KIDS
HARD OF HEARING
vOCAB. SCORE
READING SCORE,
MATH, PART 1 SCORE
MATH, PART 2 SCORE
SCIENCE SCORE
WRITING SCORE
CIVICS SCORE

MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY)
MEAN
.STANDARD DEVIATION.

o

MEDIAN,
MINIMUM
MAXIMUM.

NGE
NUMBER OF NONCOmPUrABLE 'DEFFSr..

f

ESTIMATE SE DEFF DEFT

0.197
0.386

0.007 3.4/32
0.007 2. 420

0.076 0.003 1.2063
0.163 0.004 1,0346
0.557 0:006 1.3113
0.723 0004 0.7222
0.943 0.003 1.5011
0.085 0.004 1.7150

.0.065 0.003 1.3999
0.931 0.003 1.5833
0.865 0.064 1.5260
0.097 0.003 1.1368
0.547 0.007 2.1654
0.768 0.006 2.2255
0.01b 0.001 0.6846
Q.911 0.004 2.0006
0,128 0.004 -1.4415
0.278 0.005 1.2240
0.197 0.006 2:3043
0.13b 0.004 1.3910
0.368 0.006 1.7052
0.958 0.00'3 2.4129
0.165 0.004 1.2309
0.002 0.0 0.0
0.602 0.006. 1.5394
0.937 0.003 1.5733
0.391 0.005 1.1650
0.g3Q (1.005 1.9331
0,088 0.002 0.5311
0.019 0.002 2.2191
8.960 ,)0.063 1.7724
7.006 0.062 2.0053

10.983 0.111 2.4196
2.611 0..036 1.9511

p 9.224 0.057 1.851.0

8.b37 0.061 1.6660
4.668 0.037 0.6113

1.8637
1.5304
1.0983
1.0171
1,1451
0.8498
1.2252
1.3096
1.1832
1.4583
1.2353
1.0662
1.4715
1.4917
0.8274
1.4144
1.2006
1.1063
1.5180
1.1794
1.3059,
1.5533
1.1094
0.0
1..24_07

1.2543
1.0793
1.3904
0.7288
1.4897
1,33f3
1.4161
1.5555
1.3968
1.3605
1.2907
0.7819

1.6103 1.2463
1.6382 1.2577
0.6025 0.2410

'1:5783 1.2563
0.5311 0.7288
3.4732 1.8637'.
2.9421 1.1349



ry

SOPHOMORE COHORT
DOMAIN: SES MIDDLE
STATISTICS: CHANGE

STATISTIC ESTIMATE SE DEFF DEFT

IN VOCATIUNAL PROG. 0.077 0.006 1.6566 1.2871
WORKED LAST WEEK 0.200 0.007 1.4254 1.1939
wONKING AT CLERICAL JOB 0.191 0.007 1.7236 1.3128
"PEOPLE GOOF OFF AT WORK" -0.030 0.007 1.6861 1.2965
"WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL" -0.034 0.008 1.1900, 1.0911
"WORK ENCOURAGE GOOD HABITS"

rFATHER NON PROFESSIONAL
0.075
0.007

0.007
0.003

1.21143
1.3301

1.1026
1.4533

FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE . -0,013 0.003 1,4217 1.1924
MOTjEF FINISHED COLLEGE -0.012 0.002 0.9548- 0.9771
WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR TV -0.129 0.005 1.5501 1.2450
SUCCESS IN WORK VERY IMPORT. 0..004 0.005 1,4769 1.2153
MONEY NOT IMPORTANT 0.002 0.004 1.3127 1.1457
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP. -0.066 0.006 1.1324 1.0641
LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP. -0.054 0.007 1.9568 1.3966
LEISURE NOT IMP. -0.004 0.001 0.4238 0.6510
POsITIV ATTITUDE TO SELF 0.023 0,004 1.4275 1.1948
"LUCK MOR IMP. THAN WORK -0.022 0.004 1.0591 1411291
"SOMEONE PREVNTS SUCCESS" -0.050 0.000 1.2038 1.0972
"PLANS DON'T WORK UuT" -0.023 0.006 1.5061 1.2281
"NOT. MUCH TO BE-PROUD OF" -0.026 0.005 1.3630 1.1675
CORRECTING INEuUALITY NOT IMP 0.052 0.008 1.8871 1.3737
NO SERIOUS TROUBLE WITH LAW 0.004 0.003 1.7633 1.3279
PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE -0.0464 0.004 0.9385 0.9686
MARRIED 0.010 0.002 2.8646 1.6925
EXPECTING- KIDS BY 25 -0.050 0.006 1.0370 1.0184
EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24 -0.004 0.005(,, 2.2344 1.4946
EXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE 0.005 1.1k19 1.0639
SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE -0.002 0.006 1.9320 1.3904
EXPECTING NO KIDS. -0.016 0.004 1.5327 1.2380
HARD OF HEARING -0;003 0.002 1.9199 1.3856
VOCAB. SCORE 2.153 0.054 2.4530 1.5662
READING SCORE 1.260 0.044 1.43db 1.1995
MATH, PANT 1. SCORE 1.476 0.056 1.2565 1.1210
MATH, PART 2 SCONE 0.342 0.037 2.0653 1.437y
SCIENCE SCORE ,

wRITING SCORE
0.990
1.736

0.049
0.058

2.0995
2.2407

1.4490
1.4969

CIVICS SCORE 1:11d 0.043 '2.3913 `1.5404

MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY) 1.4754 1'.2000
MEAN- 1.5731 1.2383

'STANDARD DEVIATION _0.46976 0.2024
MEDIAN 1.2153
MINIMUM 0:4838 , 0..b.51u

MAXIMUM 2,.6646 1.6`925
RANGE 2.4406 1.0415

NUMBEF OF NONCUMPUTABLE DEFFS= 0

.

4

279,
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SOPHOMORE COHORT
DOMAIN: SES HIGH
STATISTICS: FOLLOW -UP

STATISTIC

IN VOCATIONAL PROG.
wORKE4 LAST WEEK
WORKING AT CLERICAL JOB
"PEOPLE GOOF oFF Al WORK"
"WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL"
"WORK ENCOURAGE GOOD HABITS"
FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL
FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE
MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE
WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR TV
SUCCESS IN WORK VERY IMPORT.
MONEY NOT imPORTANTA.
BEING ,COmmuNITY LEADER IMP.
'LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP.
LEISURE NOT IMP.
POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO 'SELF
"LUCK MORE Imn THAN WORK
"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCE.-
"FLANS DON'T WORK OUT"
"NOT MUCH TO BE PRuUD OF"
CORRECTING INEUUALI1Y, NOT IMP
NO ,SERIOUS TROUBLE WITH LAW
PHtSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE
MARRIED'
EXPECTING KIDS BY 25
EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24
EXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE
SATISFIED WIT./ LESS THAN COLLEGE
EXPECTING NO KIDS
HARD OF HEARING
VOCAB. SCORE
READING SCORE
mATH,PART 1 SCORE
MATH, PART 2 SCORE
SCIENCE SCORE
WRITING SCORE
ciyics SCORE

MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY)
MEAN'
STANDARD DEVIATION
MEDIAN
MINIMUM
MAXIMUM
RANGE

NUMBER OF NONepmPUTABLE DEFFs=

'1

ESTIMATE SE DEFF DEFT

0.120 0.006 3.8306 1.9572
0.583 0.010 2.6023 1.6132
0.299 0.008 1.6459 1.2829
0.137 0.005 1.0496 1.0245
0.465 0.010. 2.0181 1.4'2'06
"0.768 0.008 1.8337 1.3541
0.663 0:011 3.3234 1.8230
0.712 0.011 3.5014 1.8712
0.458 0.011 2.8871 1.6991
0.710 0.010 3.0029 1.7329
0.885 0.005 1.4862 1.2191
.0.099 0.007 3.3348 1.8211
0.545 0.010 2.4300 1.5588

"0.674 0.008 1.7594 1.3264
0.012 0'.003 4.6229 2.1501
0.940 0.005 2.5647 1.11015
0.080 0.004 1.2407 1.1139
0.142 0.005 1.1381 1.0668
0.110 0.005 1.4537 1.2057
0.085 0.005 1.8609 1.3641
0.400' 0.009 2.0342 1.4263
0.963 0.004 2.67-29 1.6349
0.07b 0.004 11.3547 1.1639
0.003 0.001 1.7025 1.3046
0.388 '0.012 3.4018 1.8444
0:§13 0.065 1.7837 1.3356
0.706 0.00.9 2,3773. 1.5419
0.465 0.012 3...4009 1.8441
0.085 0.005 1.8439 1.3579
0.613 .0.002 1.9939 1.4121

14:136 0.105. 2.9747 !1.7247
10.580 0.126 3.92b7 04.9816
16.345 0.208 4.1996 2.0493
4.391, 0.077 3.5666 1.8886
12.126 0.090 2.7425 .k.6560
12.297 0.084 2.0965 1.4479
6.7671"\ 0.049 0';6478 0.80.4c/

2.3384 1.5026
2.4407 1.5305'.
0.9711 0.3176
2.3773 1.5419
0.6478 - v.8049
4.6229: -'2. -1501
3.9751, 1.32

280



SOPHOMORE COHORT
DOMAIN: SES HIGH
STATISTICS: BASE YEAR

STATISTIC

IN VOCATIONAL PROG.
WORKED LAST WEEK
WORKING AT CLERICAL JOB
"PEOPLE GOOF OFF AT WORK"
"WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL"
"WORK ENCOURAGE GOOD HABITS"
FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL
FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE
MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE
WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR TV
SUCCESS IN WORK VERY IMPORT, .4.,

MONEY NOT ImPORTAN1
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP.
LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP.
LEISURE NOT IMP.
POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF
"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN WONK
"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS"
"PLANS DON'T WORK OUT"
"NUT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF"
CORRECTING INEQUALITY NOT IMP
NO SERIOUS TROUBLE WITH LAW
PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE
MARRIED
EXPECTING KIDS BY 25
EXPECTING OWN PLACE 8Y 24
EXPECT TU FINISH COLLEGE
SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE
EXPECTING NU KIDS
HARD OF HEARING
VOnB. SCORE
READING SCORE
MATH, PART 1 SCORE
MATH, PART ..2 SCORE
SCIENCE SCORE
WRITING SCORE
CIVICS SCORE

MEAN (PROPORTI,ON8.0NLYJ
MEAN
STANDARD DEVIATION
MEDIAN 4
mINImUm
MAXIMUM
RANGE

NUMBER OF NONCOMPUT ABLE *IDEFFS=

-1

-A4-20-

n.
'

ESTIMATE

0.085
0.401
0.044
0.142
0.518
0.681
0.681
0.689
0.429
0.856
0.889
0.091
0.598
0.728
0.014
0.923
0.086
0.183
0.134
0.100
0.362
0.955
0.129
0.001
0.476
0.926
0.712
0.584
0.097
0,016
11;904
9.270
14.511
3.871

111.235
10.892
'5.642

SE

0.005
0.010
0.006
0.005
0.012
0.008
0.009
0.009
0.011
0.008
0.006
0.005
0.010
0.007
0.002
0.005
0.005
0.006
0,007
0.004
0.008
0.004
0.006
0.0
0.010
0.004
0.008
0.010
0.005
0.002
0.123
0.113
0.195
0.084
41126
0:107
0.Q76

DEFF

1.8564
2.4156
2.0700
0.9532
2.7044
1.3879
1.8840
1.7891
2.4695
3.0082
2.0989
1.7240
2.3577
1.4113
1.6730
1.8843
1.7003
1.2414
2.2589
0.9559
1.5771
2.1055
1.7571
0.0
2.1283
1:2753
1.7730
2.3214
1.5685
1.3399
3.6549
3.1365
4.0802
4..7328

3.0802
143954

4'

DEFT

1.3625
1.5543
1.4366
0.9763
1.6445
1.1781
1.3726
1.3376
1.5715
1.7344
1.4467
1.3130
.5355

1.1880
1.2934
1.3727
1.3039
1.1142
1.5030
(W,)777
1.2558
1.4510
1.3255
0.0
1.4589
1.1293
1.3315
1.5236
1.2524
1.1576
1-.9118
1.r710
2.0,199
2.1755
2.2657
1.7551
1,1813

or.

281

s.
a, V

'1.8514 ,1.3485
"2.r916 1.4446
0.9766 0.3046
1.8841 1.3726
0.9532 0.9703,.
5.1336. 2:2657
.thu 1.2894



-A4-21-

SOPHOMORE COHORT
DOMAIN: SES HIGH
STATISTICS: CHANGE

STATISTIC TIMATE SE DEFF DEFT

IN VOCATIONAL PROG. 0,026 0.006 1.6462 1.2830
WORKED LAST WEEK 0.182 0.011 1.8606 1.3641
WORKING AT CLERICAL JOB 0.202 0.009 1.4240 1.1933
"PEOPLE GOOF OFF AT WORK" -0.004 0.008 1.1442 1.0697
"WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL" -0.056 0.015 2.2100 1.4866
"WORK ENCOURAGE GO0b HABITS" 0.094 0.011 1.4348 1.1978
FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL -0.018 0.007 1.4380 1.1992
FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE o.oa7 0.006 1.6848 1.2980
MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.021 0.006 1.6393 1.2804
WATCH.MORE THAN ONE HOUR TV -0.144 0.007 1.2606 1.1228
SUCCESS IN WORK VEFY IMPORT. -0.006 0.008 2.1221 1.4567
MONEY NOT IMPORTANT 0,004 4006 1.5851 1.2590
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP, -0.045 0.010 1.732(1 1.3163
LIVING CLOSE. TO PARENTS IMP. -0.055 0.009 1.615'
LEISURE NOT IMP. -0.004 0.003 2.3642 1.5376
POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 0.025 0.004 0.9520 0.9757
"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN WORK -0.006 0.008 2.9398 1.7146
"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" -0.044 0.007 1.2189 1.1041
"PLANS DON'T WORK OUT" -0.026 0.007 1.5564 1.2476
NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF -0.023 0.006 1.3380/ 1.1567

/CORRECTING INEQUALITY NOT IMP 0.038 0.010 1.5217 1.2336
NO SERIOUS TROUBLE WITH LAw 0.012 0.003 0.9424 0.9708
PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE -0.053 0.006 1.4261 1.1942
MARRIED .0.003 0.001 1.0714, 1.0351
EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 -0.073 0.007 0.7941 0.8911
EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24 -0.014 0.005 1.0905 1.0443
EXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE -0.010 0.007 1%2447 1.1156
SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE -0.126 0.009 1.7114 1.3082
EXPECTING NO KIDS -0.015 0.005 1.2860 1.1340
HARD OF HEARING -0.002 0.002 1.2606 1.1227

--VOCAB, SCORE 2.294 0.054 1.4949 1.2227
HEADING SCORE 1.389 0.056 1.2103 1.1001
MATH, PART 1 SCORE 2.052 OtO89 1.7618 1.3348
MATH, PART, 2 SCORE 0.587 0.044 1.4302 t.1959
SCIENCE SCORE ' 0.942 0.068 2.2198 1.4899
wRITIqG SCORE 1.516 0.072 2.1534 1.4675
'CIVICS SCORE 1.166 0.054 2.1500 1.4663

MEAN.1PROPORTIONS ONLY) 1.5172 1.2195
MEAN 1.5664 1.2395
siolaAtio DEVIATION 0.4518 0.1758 .

.MEDIAN 1.4949 .2227
MINIMUM' '0.7944 911
MAXIMUM . 2.9396 1.714.6
kANpE 2.1457 0.6235

NUMBER OF NONCOmPUTABLE CCEFFs=

,4 282



SOPHOMORE COHORT
DOMAIN: SCHOOL TYPE.. PUBLIC
STATISTICS: FOLLOw-UP

STATISTIC

IN VOCATIONAL PROG,
WORKED LAST WEEK
WORKING AT ,CLERICAL JOB
"PEOPLE GOOF OFF AT WORK"
"WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL" .

"WORK ENCOURAGE GOOD HAaITS"
FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL
FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE
MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE
WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR TV
SUCCESS IN WORK VERY IMPORT,
MONEY NOT IMPORTANT
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP,
LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP,
LEISURE NOT IMP.
POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF
"LUCK MORE IMP, THAN WORK
"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS"
"PLANS DON'T WORK OUT"
"NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF"
CORRECTING INEQUALITY NOT IMP
NO SERIOUS TROUBLE WITH LAW
PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE
MARRIED
EXPECTING KIDS BY 25
EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24
ExPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE
SATISFIED WITH LEsS THAN COLLEGE
EXPECTING NO KIDS
HARD OF HEARING
VOCAB, SCORE
READING SCORE
M4TH, PART 1 SCORE
MATH, PART 2 SCORE
SCIENCE SCORE.
WRITING SCO'cE
CIVICS SCORE

-A4-22-

*A'

4.

MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY)
MEAN
STANDARD DEVIATION
MEDIAN 404

MINIMUM.
MAXIMUM

-RANGE
NUMBER OF NONCUMPUTABLE DEFFS= 0

ESTIMATE SE DEFF /6EF-T,

0.287 0.007 5.8308 2.4147
0.529 0.005 2.4520 1.5659
0.244 0.004 1.7541 1.3244
0,131 0.004 2.5964 1.6113
0.514 0.006 2.7026 1.61140
0.790 0.005 2.8997 1:7028
0.896 0.004 3.7852 1.9458
0.190 0.006 4.9078 2.2154
0.120 0.004 3.3286 1.8244
0.800 0.003 1.3337 1.1546,,
0.860 0.004 3.0407 1. A 8
0.102 0.003 2.2408 L.4969
9.469 0.005 2.2705 1.5088
0.705 0.005 2.7318 1.6528
0.018 0.001 1.2856. 1.1338
0.932 0.002 1.3567 1.1646
0.132 0.003 1.6729 1.2934
0.265 0.005 2.6619 1.6315
0.205 0.004 2.0733 1.4399
0.131 0.003 1.6853 1.2982
0.397 0.004 1.5131 1.2301
0.948 0.003 4.1072 2.0286
0.106 0.003 2.1224 1.4589
0.037. 0.002 2.3444 1.5311
0.548 0.005 2.0992 1.4489
0.922 0.002 1.1728 1.0530
0.356 0.006 3.4831 1.8663
0.765 0.005 3.0032 1.7330
0.090 0.003 2.3186 1.5227
0.019 0.001 1.2804 1.1316

10.031 044085. 5.0897, 2.2580
7.398 0.068 3.8708 1.9874

10.331 0.140 6.3644 2.5109
2.605 0.039 4.0745 2.0185
9.284 0.073 5.1374 2.2666
9.221 0.076 4.5370 2.1300
5.325 0.037 0.9644 0.9820

2.5352 1.5598
2.8656 1.6467
1.3804 0.3981
2.5984 1.6113
0.9644 0.9820
6.3044 2.5109
5.3400, 1 . 5269



-A4--23-

SOPHOMORE COHORT
DOMAIN: SCHOOL TYPE PUBLIC
STATISTICS: BASE YEAR

STATISTIC

IN VOCATIONAL PROG.
wORKED LAST WEEK
WORKING AT CLERICAL JOB

. "WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL"
"wORK ENCOURAGE GOuD HABITS"

.t-- FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL
FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE
MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE
WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR TV
SUCCESS IN WORK VERY IMPORT.
MONEY NOT IMPORTANT
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP.
LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP.
LEISURE NOT IMP.

\POSITIVE ATTITUDE. TO SELF .

"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN wORK
\

a

"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS ". .
.

,"PLANS DON'T wORK OuT"
"NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF"
CORRECTING INEuUALIIY NOTIMP
NO SERIOUS IROuBLE WITH LAw
PHYSICALLY4UNATTRACTIVE
,MARRIED
EXPECTING KIDS BY 25
EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24
EXPECT` 10 FINISH COLLEGE
SATISFIED wITH LESS THAN COLLEGE
EXPECTINGPECTING NO KIDS
HARD OF HEARING
VOCA8. SCORE
READING SCORE
MATH, PART 1. SCORE
MATH, PART 2 SCORE
SCIENCE SCORE
WRITING SCORE

--A_ CIVICS SCORE

MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY)
MEAN

1114-STANDARD DEVIATION
MEDIAN
MINImUM
MAX1mUm
RANGE

NUMBER OF NONCUMPUTABLE DEFFS= 0

1;kESTImATE SE DEFF DEFT

-0.229 , 0.000 4.7191
0.358 0.005 2.5430

"PEOPLE GOOF OFF AT wORK" 0.163 0.003 1.1857
0.079 0.003 2.4071

0.003 0.8362
0.556 0.006 2.6765

0.895 0.003 1.6979
0.203 0.005 2.5244
0.423 0.004 2.7758
0.917 0.002 1.2156

, 0.003 1.5979
(011,E11191 0.003 2.2444
0.533 0.004 1.4349

t.f 0.746 0.004 1.9097
0.024 0.001 0.9771
0.908 .002 0.9b97
0.162 .003 1.3571
-0.310
'0.226

004 1.4886
, .005 2.9096
\ 0.10O 0.004 2.4508

0.362 0.004 1.5546
0.944 0.002 1.6912

0.003 1.37870.169
0.003 0.001 6.8183
0.590 6.004 1.3b57
0.930 0.00e 1.2860
0.375 0.005 2.4211
0,815 0.004 2.3258

0.00.5 2.1149
0.025 0.002 3.5239

li

0
8.201 0.070 3.80b9
0.465 0.056 3.3151
9.450 -0.112 4.6235
2.401 0.037 4.1126
8.635 0.064 4.0971
7.909 0.072 4.1493

0.951T4.390 0.03

2.1467
2.4178
1.3302
2.2444
0.83p2
0.8183
5.9821

284

2.1723

i:r57591

1.0889
1.6360
0.9144
1.3030
1.5888
1.6661

1:110Q,Z______

1.4981
1.1979
1.3819
0.9885
0.9847
1.1650
1.2201
1.7056
1.5b55

61.246
1.3005
1.1742
2.6112

1:13t
1.5560
1.5251
1.4543

1.

11:887951127:/
2.1502
2.0280
2.0241
2.0370
0,9756

1.4213
1.5034
0.4025
1.4981
0.9144
2.6112
1.6966



-A4-24-

SOPHOMORE CObORT
DOMAIN: SCHOOL TYPE PUBLIC
STATISTICS: CHANGE

STATISTIC ESTIMATE SE DEFF DEFT

IN VOCATIONAL PROG. 0.055 0.004 1.3591 1.1658
WORKED LAST REEK 0.179 0.006 2.0687 1.4383
RORKING Al CLERICAL JOB 0.1b5 0.005 1.7904 1.3380
"PEOPLE GOOF OFF AT WORK" -0.036 0.0(14 1.0416 1`.0206
"WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL" -0.044 0.007 1.7762 1.3327
"WORK ENCOURAGE GOOD HABITS" 0.075 0.005 1.1794 1.0860
FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL 0.001 0.003 1.9239 1.3870
FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE -0.001 0.002 1.0741 1.0304
MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE -0.'001 0.1)02 1.4453 1,2022
WATCH .MORE THAN ONE HOUR Tv -0.114 0.003 1.0668 1.,0329
SUUESS_IN WORKJERY_IMPORT 6.010_ (l_ao_k_ _1-6552_ 1,28_65_
MONEY NOT IMPORTANT 0.0 1,17120.003 1.3717
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP. -0.058 0.005 1.5154 1.2310 .

LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP. -0.048 0.005 1.83o6 1.3552
LEISURE NUT IMP. -0.006 0.002 2.2654 1.5051
POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF- 0.028 0.003 1.5171 1.2317
"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN WORK -0.031 0.004 1.7617 1.3273
' "SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" - 0.048 0.006 2.2056 1.4851
"PLANS DON'T WORK OUT" -0.028 0.004 1.1945 1.0929
"NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF" -0,03b 0.004 1.5682 1.2523
CORRECTING INEUUALITY NOT ImP 0.035 0.006 1.9994 1.4140
NO SERIOUS TROUBLE WITH LAW 0.006 0.002 1.1906 1.0912
PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE -0.064. 0.004 1.7730 1.3315
MARRIED 0.037 0.002 1.7848 1.3360
EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 -0.033 , 0.005 1.3853 1.1770
EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24 -0.000 0.003 1.4541 1.2056
EXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE -0.024 0.004 1.51?1 1.2297
SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE -0.053 0.004 1.7280 1.3145
EXPECTING NO KIDS -0.021 0.004 2.5729 1.b040
HARD OF HEARING -0.005 0.002 2.7972

. 1.6725
VOCAB. SCORE 2.021 0.1m 2.>472 1.6270u
READING SCORE 1.128 0.028 1.1453 1.0702
MATH, PART 1 SCORE 1.290 0.057 2.5522 1.5975
MATH, PART 2 SCORE 0.293 0:026 1.9458 1.3949
SCIENCE SCORE 0.868 0.033 1.7504 1.3230
RRIIING SCORE 1.575 0.047 2.7883 1.6698
CIVICS SCORE 1.048 0.034 2.7804 1.b675

MEAN JPROPORTIONS-ONLY); 1.6605 1.2785
MEAN 1.7682 t.3163
STANDARD DEVIATION 0.5170 0.1909
MEDIAN 1.7504 1.323-i)

MINIMUM et 1.0418° 1.0206
MAXIMUM 2.7972 1.6725
RANGE 1.7556 0.6519

NUMBER OF NONCOmPUTABLE DOFFS= 0

,285



-A4-25-

SOPHOMORE COHORT
DOMAIN: SCHOOL TYPE PRIVATE
STATISTICS: FOLLOW -UP

STATISTIC

IN VOCATIONAL PROG.
WORKED LAST WEEK
WORKING AT CLERICAL JOB
"PEOPLE GOOF OFF AT WORK"
"WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL"
"WORK ENCOURAGE GOOD HABITS"
FATHER NUN PROFESSIONAL
FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE
MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE
,WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR TV
SUCCESS IN WORK vE_RY ImPaRT-
MONEY NOT IMPORTANT
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP,
LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP.
LEISURE NOT IMPI
POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF
"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN WORK
"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS"
"PLANS DOW] WORK OUT"
"NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF"
CORRECTING INEQUALITY NOT IMP
NO SERIOUS TROUBLE WITH LAW
PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE
mARRIED__.
EXPECTING KIDS BY 25
EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24
EXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE
SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE
EXPECTING NO KIDS
HARD OF HEARING
vOCAB. SCORE
READING SCORE
MATH, PART 1SCORE
MATH, PART 2 SCORE
SCIENCE SCORE
WRITING SCORE
CIVICS SCORE

MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY)
MEAN
STANDARD_DEVIATION
MEDIAN
MINIMUM
MAXIMUM,
RANGE

0.113
0.537
0.727
0.009

0

0.934

0.175
0.147
0.091
0.386
0.963
0.085
0.013
0.443
0.906
0.618
0.551
0.075
0.016

13.594
9.985

15.200
3.891
11.127
11.997
6.464

0.113
0.560,
0_311
0.141
0.496
0.776
0.803
0.416
0.278

4

ESTIMATE SE DEFF

0.028 29.5723
0.022 7.4204
0.017 4.2020
polo 2.3912
0.017 3.3919
0.018 5.6185
0.029 v18.6009
0.040 22.0498
0,037 23.6560
0.014 3.5635
0,006-
0,-009 2.9336,
0.024 8.3606
0.018
0.002
0.007
0.012
0.017
0.015
u.-006
0.014

0.009
0.002
0.023
0.005 0. "9855

0.039 22.9215
0.032 14.5776
0.006 1.7779
0.005 5.3155
0.380 21.2256
0.324 16.5479-
0.685 26.9782
0.198 15.2094.
0.26b 14,.2146
0.219 9.1355
0.149 3.2634,

5.924
1.5832
2.7739
6.3894
6.6143
6.0827
.2.6532
2.9956
6.4839
3.7062
1.0591
7.1812

DEFT

5.4380.
2.7240
2.0499
145464
1.8417
2.3703
4.3129
4.697
4.8637
1.8877
1-3907
1.7128
2.6949
2.4338
.1.2562
1.6655
2.5277
2.5718
2.4663
1.6289
1.7308
2.5401
1.9252
1.0291
2.679p
0.9927
4.78,74,

3.8181
1.3334
2.3055,,
4.607-1'

if-.0b79
5;1941
3.,899.9
3.7702
3.0225
1.8065

7.7580 2.5143
9.1706 2.730
8.1865
6.0827 2.4663
0(.9855 0.9927

29.5723, 5.4380
28.5868 4.4453

NumeER OF NONCUMPUTABLE uEFFS= 0



SOPHOMORE COHORT
DOMAIN: SCHOOL TYPE PRIVATE
,STATISTICS: BASE YEAR

STATISTIC

IN VOCATIONAL PROG.
WORKED LAST WEEK
nuRKING AT CLERICAL JOB
"PEOPLE GOOF OFF AI WORK"
"WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL"
"wORK ENCOURAGE 'GOOD HABITS" .

FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL .

FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE
MOTHER FINISHED COL GE
WATCH MORE THAN 'ONE, HUUI( TV
SUCCESS IN WORK VERY IMPORT`.
MONEY NOT IMPORTAN1
BEING COMMUNITY LEADkRo ,ImP.
LIVING CLOSE TO PARfNTS-ImP.
LEISURE NUT IMP.
POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF
"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN WORK
"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS'
"PLANS QON''T nORK OuT"
"NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF"
CORRECTING INEQUALTIYAOT
NO SERIOUS TROUBLE WITH LAW
PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE
MARRIED
EXPECTING KIDS BY 25
EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24
EXPECT TO FINISH. COLLEGE
SATISFIEQ WITH 'LESS THAN COLLEGE
EXPECTING NO KIDS
HARD 'OF HEARING
VOCAB. SCORE
READING SCONE
MATH, PART 1 SCORE
MATH, PART 2 SCORE
SCIENCE SCORE
WRITING SCONE

<CIVICS SCORE

MEAN (PROPORTIONS pNLy)
MEAN
STANDARD DEVIATION
mERIAN
MINIMUM
MAXIMUM
RANGE

NUMBER 0' NONCUMPUTAB.LE GEFFb=

1

2'

ffSTIMATE SE

0.069
.0.389
0.116
0.156
0.559
0.667
0.785
0.408
0.281
.0.842
0.861,
0.110
0:58d
0.763
0.011
0.921
0.105
0.226
0.11,1

0.114

N 0.371
0.945
0.140'
0.002
0.527
0.924
0.593
0.b69

0.018
10.982
6.290
12.939
3.332
10.014
10.063
5.259

Q.

3

28'7

DEFF

0.014 11.1714
0.027 11.3225
0.010 2.8226
0.010 2.0472
0.014 2.1694
0.008 0.8245
0.026 11.9883
0.036 14.5293
0'.03 15.3571
.0.016 7.0632
0.008 1.9477
0.007 1.8183
0.026 11,5821
0.011 2.4169
0.002 .3950
0.011 5.5444
0.007 1.7277
0.015 4.0943
(01,0- 2.4707
0.006 1.1754
0.011 1.8678
0.006 2.14894
0.4013 4.8610
0.001 2.098)
0.018 4.3469
0.005 1.2106
0.031 14.3420
0.035- 19.5253
0.008 2.7792
0.004 3.0717
0.352 16.9401
.6.267 11.1647
0.556 19.9638
0.2Q8 -18.6421
0.346 23.2549
0.329 16, 05
0.193 /5.0? 7-

5.6694
7.6235

-- .7533
4.3489
0.8245,

23.2549
22.4304

DEFT

-3.344
.3.3bikr9

1.6801
"1.4308
1.4729
0.9080
3.4624
3.811/
3.9188'
2.6577
1.3956
1.3484.
3.4033
115546
1.4611

-2.i3547
1.31'44 '

2.0234
1..5716
1.0842
1.3667
1.5778
2.2093
1.4485
2.0854
1.1003
4.7871
4.4187 .

1.667
0.7526
4.1158
3.3444
4.4703
4.3406
4.8223
4.0854
2.2567

2.1565
2.4900
1.2095
4.0854
0.9040
4.8223
3.9143



-A4-27-

SOPHOMORE COHORT' x

DOMAIN: SCHOOL TYPE PRIVATE
STATISTICS: CHANGE

STATISTIC

INVOCATIONAL PROG.
wORKED. LAST WEEK
WORKING Al CLERICAL,JOB
"PEOPLE GOOF OFF Al WORK"
"WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL"
"woRK ENCOURAGE GOOD HABITS"
FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL
FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE
mOTHER'FINISmEuCOLLEGE
WATCH MORE TANN .ONE 0OUR TV
SUCCESS IN WORK ,VERY4,IMPuRT.
moNEY,NOT IMPORTAN1
BEING COmmgNITY LEADER IMP.
LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP,
LEISURE
POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF
'"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN WORK
"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS"
"PLANS DON'T, WORK Oul"

'- "NUT 'MUCH TO BE PROUD .OF"
CORRECTING INE@UALI1Y NOT -IMP
NO SERIOUS TROut.LE WITH LAW
PHYSICALLY UNATTPACTIVE
MARRIED
EXPECTING KIDS BY 25
EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY .24
EXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE
SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE
EXPECTING NO KIDS
HARD OF HEARING
VOCAB. SCORE
READING SCORE
MATH, PART 1 SCORE
MATH, PA)HT'2 SCORE,
SCIENCE SCORE
wkIllNG SCORE
CIVICS SCORE

MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY)
MEAN
STANDARD DEVIATION
MEDIAN
MINIMUM
MAXIMUM'
RANGE

NUMBER OF NONCOmPuTABLE DEFFS= 0

ESTIMATE SE DEFF. DEFT

0.043 0.014 5.3065 2.3036
0.162 0.017 2.6892 1.6399
0.192 0.021 4.5249 2.1272

-0.010 0.014 1.8319 1.3535
-0.067 0.016 1.3888 1.1E1'91
0.095 0.016 1.9325 1.3902
.0.016 0.0u7 1.2876 1.1347
0.004 0.005 1.0944 1.0462

-0.0'14 0.006 1.4913 1.2212
0.136 0.009 1.2096 1.0996

-(1.004 0.009 1.5084 1.2282
-0.001 0:008 1.5573 1.2479
-0.045 0.020 4.0298 2.0074
-0.026 0.020 5.1398 2.2671
-0.004 0,003 1.8511 1.3605
0.013 0.007 1.8242 1.3506

-0.025 0.01'5) 5.2648 2.2945
-0.035 0.013 2.2098 1.4866
-0.009 0:011 1.8991 1.3781

, -0.028 0.008 1.1470 1.07100
0.009 0.013 1.6207 1.2731
0.014 0.008 2.2277 1.4926

-0.056 0.017 6.2792 2.5056
0.014 0.003 1.5852 1.2591

-0.073 0.01.9 3.5898 1.8947
-0.017 0.009 1.8661 1.3660

0.014 2.7644 1.6627
-0.109 0.016 3.5344 1.8800
-0.010 0.011 3.9117 1.9778
0.002 0.004 2.9365 1.7136
2.533 0.088 2.2285 f.4928
1.631 0.110 3.0450 1.7450
1.967 0.20541, 5.2464 2.2905
0.514 0.030 0.4423 0.6651

'1.052 0.110 3.4442 1.8559
1.868 0.134 4.2490 2.0613
1.134 0.121 6.3370 2.5173

2.6494 1.5734.
2.8236 1.6170
1.5811. 0.4633 ,

2.2277 1.4926.
0.4423 0.6651
6.3370 2.5173
5.8947 1.8522

.0'



-A4-28-

SOPHOMORE COHORT
DOMAIN: SCHOOL PROGRAM ACADEMIC
STATISTICS: FOLLOw-UP

STATISTIC

woRKED LAST WEEK
WORKING AT CLERICAL JOB
"PEOPLE GOOF OFF AT WORK"
"WORK BETTER 'THAN SCHOOL"
"WORK ENCOURAGE GOOD HABITS"
FATHER NON PROF&SSIONAL
FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE
MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE
WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR TV
SUCCESS IN WORK VERY IMPORT.
MONEY NOT IMPORTANT
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP.
LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP.
LEISURE NOT IMP.
POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF
"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN WORK
"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS"'
"PLANS DON'] WORK OUT"
"NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF"
CORRECTING INEQuALITY.,NOT IMP
NO SERIOUS TROUBLE rfITH LAW
PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE
.MARRIED
EXPECTING KIDS BY 25
EOECTING OWN PLACE BY 24
EXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE
SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE
EXPECTING NO KIDS
HARD OF HEARING
VOCAB. SCORE
READING SCORE"
MATH, PART 1 SCORE
MATH, PART 2 SCORE
SCIENCE SCORE
WRITING SCORE
CIVICS-SCORE

MEAN (PROPORTI9NS ONLY)
MEAN
STANDARD DEVIATION
MEDIAN
MINIMUM
MAXIMUM
RANGE -

5,

/

,

ESTIMATE

0.553
0.275
0.130
0.421
0.7-79
0.811
0.3b8
0.232
0:743
0.8,93
0.106
0.556
.6930.693

0.010
0.942
0.069
0.153
0.110
Q076

0.977
0.084
0.012
0.417
0.908
0.709
0.482
0.074
0.015

13.776
10.658

, 16.522
4.392

11.899

1::38623'

SE

0.008
0.007
0.004
.0.007
0.006
0.006
0.0110

0.011
0,00b
0.004
.0..904

0..007
0.009
0,001
0.003
0.003
0.006

o0,-.00001

0.007
0.002
0.0030

0.002
0.009
0.004
0.009
0.011
0.0030

0.00a

0.164
0.000
0.079
0.059
0.034

DEFF

2.6933
2.1484
1.1507
1.6465
1.7526
4.0511
4.9441
6.6564
14,,268
1:1721
1.6846
L.9699
3.7924
1.0530
1.5675
1.3307
2.5386
1.5264
1.2257
2.0921
1.7559
1.1458
3.0748
3.0795
1.7613
3.8989
4.6935
1.2358
2.8057
3.60.26
2.7803
4.4490
.80313

3.2752
1.8327
0.4576

2.4907
2.5366
1.3530
2.03 0
0.4
b.b584
b.2008

DEFT

1.6411
1.4657
1.u727
1.2832
1.3239
2.0127
2.2235
2.5604
1.3661
1.2931
1.2979
1.4035
1.9474
1.0262
1.2600
1.1536
1.5933
1.2363
1.1071
1.4464
r.3251
1.0704
1.7535
1.7548
1,3346
,1.9746
2.1665.-
1.1117
1,6750
1.9499
1.6674
2.1093
1.9503
1.8098
1.3538
0.6765

1.5291
1.5400,/
0.4121
1.4249
0.67.65

2.5804
1.903,9

NUMBER OF NONCOmPUTABL DEFFS=

289
.4



SOPHOMORE COHORT
DOMAIN: SCHOOL PROGRAM ACADEMIC
STATISTICS: BASE YEAR

STATISTIC

WORKED LAST wkEEK
WORKING Al CLERICAL JOB
"PEOPLE GOOF OFF Al wORK"
"WORK ETTER THAN SCHOOL"
"WORK ENCOURAGE GOOD 'HABITS"
FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL
FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE
MOTHER- FINISH COLLEGE
WATCH MORE THA ONE HOUR TV
SUCCESS IN WORK VERY IMPORT.
MONEY NOT IMPORTANT
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP.
LIVING 'CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP.
LEISURE NOT IMP.
POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF
"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN WORK
"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS"
"PLANS DON'T WOK ouT"
"NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF"
CORRECTING INEUUAL1TY NOT IMP
NO tERIOUS TROUBLE wITH LAW
PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE
MARRIED'
EXPECTING KIDS BY 25
EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24
EXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE
SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE
EXPECTING NO KIDS
HARD OrINEARING
VOCAB. SCORE
READING SCORE
MATH, FJAR1 1 SCORE
MATH, PART 2 SCORE
SCIENCE SCORE
WRITING SCORE
CIVICS SCORE

MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY)
MEAN
STANDARD DEVIATION
-MEDIAN
MINIMUM
MAXIMUM
RANGE

NUMBER OF NONCOMPUTABLE DEFFS= 1

-A4-29-

ESTIMATE

1

SE DEFF DEFT

0.368 0.011 5.2315 2.2872
0.084 0 -004 1.1080 1.3069
0.152 0.005 1.5127 1.2299
0.483 0.008 2.0163 1.4200

-0.691 0.006 1.3393 1-;1573
0.808 0.008 3.3894 1.8410
0.370 0.011 4.0261 2.0065
0.234 0.010 4.8297 2.1977
0.888 0.005 2.5286 1.5901
0.893 0.003 0.9329 0.9659
0.101 0.003 0.9871 0.9935
0.592 0.008 2.5996 1.6123
0.75b 0.005 1.3320 1:1541
0.012 0.001 0.8582 0.9264
0.920 0.004 2.0099 .1.4171
0.087 0.003 1.0440 ,1.0218
-0.195 0.006 2.0572 1;4343
0.133 0.006 2.8871 1.699.2
0..098 0.004 1.6957 1.3022
0.330 0.007 2.1837 1.4777
0-.972 0.003 3.2120 1.7922
0.141 0.005 1.9592 1-.3997
0.001 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.491. 0.007 1.8126 1.3463
0.915 0.003 1.0932 1.0455
0.701 0.007 2.3052 1.5183
0.625 0.010 4.1589 2.0393
0.091 0.003 1.0403 1.0200
0.014 0.0'02 2.6571 1.6301

11.398 0.103 4.0341 2.0085
9.164 0.598 4..0539 2,0134
14.262 ,4 0.151 4.0414 2.0103
3.764 0.062 4.5136 2.1246
10.889 0,091 4.2511 2.0616
10.738 0.084 3.2481 1,8022
5.6.39 0.057 1.2355 1.1115,

.1.

2.3256 1.4773
2.5367 1:5419
ilair2838 0.4050.
2.1637 1.477q
0.8582 0.9264
5.2315 a.2872
4.3133 1.3608



-A4--- 30-

SOPHOMORE COHORT
DOMAIN:6SCHOOL PRIJGRAm ACADEMIC
STATISTICS: CHANG

STATISTIC ESTIMATE SE bEFF DEFT

WORKED LAST WF..17' 0.187 0.009 2.08b3 1.4444
AoRKING AT CLERICAL JOB 0.191 0.008 1.9493 1.3962
"PEOPLE &OOF OFF Al wuRK" -0.022 0.007 1.4946 1.2225.
"WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL" -0.059 0.009 1.32-01 1.1490
"WORK ENCOURAGE GOOD HABITS" 0.096 0.010 1.9925 1.4116
FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL -0.001 0.005 1.7927 1.3389
FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.004 0-003 1.1384 1.0669
MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE -0.002 0.002 0.5856 0.7653
WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR TV -0.142 0.005 1.2031 1.0969
SUCCESS IN _WORK VERY ImPORT. -0.001 0.006

*
2.2051 1.4850

MONEY NOT IMPORTANT' 0.008 0.005 1.7177 1,310b
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP. -0.037 0.007 1.4245 1.1935
LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP. -0.0b4 0,008 2.2133 1.4877
LEISURE NOT IMP. -0.003 0.002 1.8835 1.3724
POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 0.02b 0.'003 0.8946 0.9458
"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN wORK -0.016 0.004 1.3023 1..1412
"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" -0.034 0.007 1.9208 1.3859
"PLANS CION'l wORK OUT" -0,021 0.005 1.2947 1.1379
"NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF" -0.023 u.005 1.6239 1.2743
CORRECTING INEQUALITY NOT IMP 0.037 0.009 2.2839 1.3113
NO SERIOUS TROUBLE WITH LAW 0.005 0.003 2.3079 1.5192
PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE -0.055 0.005 1.5651 1.2510
MARRIED 0.015 0.003 4.6802 2.1634
EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 -0.067 0.008 1.6648 1.2903
ExPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24 -0.00 . 0.005 1.6177 1.2719
EXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE' -0.002 0.006 1.3720 1.1713
SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN.COLLEGE -0.134 0.007 1.6420 1.2814
EXPECTING NO KIDS -0.015 0.003 0.7849 0.8859
H 0 OF HEARING 0.002 0.002 2.0505 1.4320

AB. SCORE 2.393 0,049 2.06-97 1.4386
ADING SCORE 1.542 0.046 1.b207 1.4-731

MATH, PART 1,SCORE a.3b4 0.064 1.6762 1.2947
MATH,, PART 2 SCORE 0.638 0.034 1.607 1.2770
SCIENCE SCORE 1.083 0.050 2.1669 1.4720
WRITING SCORE 1.666 0.053 2.0305 1.4249
CIVICS SCORE 1.189 0.042 2.2414 1.4971

t

MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY) 1.7361 1.2947
MEAN 1.7624 1.3078
STANDARD DEVIATION 0.6605 0.2315
MEDIAN 1.6705 1.2925
MINIMUM 0.5856 0.7653
MAXIMUM., 4.6802 2.1634
RANGE 4.0946 1.3981

NUMBER OF NONCOmPOTABLE DEFFS= 0

Vt.

--N
291..



-A4 -- 31-

SOPHOMORE COHORT
DOMAIN: SCHOOL PROGRAM VOCATIONAL.
STATISTICS:- FOLLOw-dP

STATISTIC ESTIMATE SE OEFF

wORKED LAST wEEK 0.545 0.008 1.8858
WORKING AT CLERICAL JOB 0.275 0.008 1.9120
"PEOPLE GOOF OF,.AT *ORK11- 0.118 0.005 1.3071
"WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL" 0.561 0.007 1.1041
"wORK ENCOURAGE' GOOD HABITS" 0.b09 0.007 1.8207
FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL 0.947 0.004 2.0466
FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.083 0.005 1.98810
MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.059 0.004 1.8475
WATCH MORE THAN UNE HOUR TV .0.807 0.006 1.6-506
SUCCESS IN WORK VExY IMPORT. 0,656 0.006 1.9617
MONEY NOT IMPORTANT 0.045 0.004 1.2476
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP. 0.443 0.007 1.3106
LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP. 0.727 0. 08 2.1376
LEISURE NUT IMP. 0.026 0. 3 2.3766
POSITIVE-ATTITUDE TO SELF' 0.925 O. 4 1.4396
"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN WORK' 0.179 Cr.p07 2.0658
"SOMEONE PREVENTS SuCCESS" 0.320 0.008 1.7808
"PLANS DON'T WORK OUT" 0.265 0.007 11.5453
"NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF" 0.156 0.006 1.p776
CORRECTING INE6UALITY NOT IMFI 0.400 '0.008 1.7618
NO SERIOUS TROUBLE wITH LAW 0.941 0;004 1.9003
PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE 0.120 0.006 2.2212
)'4ARXIED 0.035 0.003 1.6117
EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 0.623 0.010 2.5b80
EXPECTING OwN\PLACE BY 24 0.926 0.004 1.4247
EXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE 0.136 0.006 2.0152
SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 0.925 0.005 2.2607
EXPECTING NO KIDS 0.067 0.005 1.941b
HARD OF HEARING 0,024 0.002 1.2302

II

VOCAB. SORE 8.042 0.095 2.2749
'4READING SCORE 5.723 0.069 1.7645
MATH, pAX1 1 SCORE 7.261 0.141 A 2.7038
MATH, PART.2 SCORE 1.729 0.038 1.7441
SCIENCE SCORE 7.a39 0.092 2.7251
WRITING SCORE 7t818 0.073 1.2956
CIVICS SCORE 4.526 0.044 0.4880

MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY) 1.8099
MEAN 1.8061
STANDARD DEVIATION 0.4662
MEDIAN 1.8341
MINIMUM 0.4880
MAXIMUM 2.7251
RANGE 2.2371

NUMBER OF NONCOMPUTABLE DEFFS= 0

DEFT

1.3732
1r3827
1.1433
1.0507
1.3493

11:443X
1.359e
1.2769
1.4006
1.1169
1.14,48
1.4621
1..5416
4.1998
1,4373
1.3345
1.2431
1.2953
1.3273

1 1.3785
:21.4994

1.2695
1:6025
1.1936
1.4196
1.5036

11.319X
1.5083.
1.3283
1.6443

. 1.3206
1.6508
1.1382
0.b9bb

1.3383
1.3314
0.1857
1.3542
0.6966
1.6506
0.9522



.

-A4-32-

SOPHOMORE COHORT
DOMAIN: SCHOOL PROGRAM VOCATIONAL
STATISTICS: BASE YEAR

T-STATISTIC\- ESTIMATE SE DEFF DEFT

WORKED LAST WEEK 0.3b3 0.007 1.4552 1.2063
wORKING AT CLERICAL JOB 0.086 0.005 1.9325 1.3901
"PEOPLE GOOF OFF Al WORK" 0.172 0.007 1.7941 1.3394
"WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL" 0.602 0.009 1.8030 1.3427
"WORK ENCOURAGE GOOD HABITS" 0.739 0.006 1.0096 1.0048
FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL Q.943 0.004 1.4777 1.2156
FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.095 0.006 1.9054 1.3804
MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE ' 0.064 0.005 2420y4 1.4854
WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR TV 0.921 0.004 1.4913 1.2212
SUCCESS IN WORK VERY IMPORT. 0.827 0.006 1.6490 1.2841
MONEY NOT IMPORTANT 0..102 0.005 1.785b- 1.3363
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP. 0.500 0.007 1.2571 1-.1212
LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP. 0.756 0.007 1.72o4 1.3139
LEISURE NOT IMP. 0.031 0.002 0.8759 0.9359
uSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 0.901 0.005 1.6104 1.2690
"LUCK MORE IMP. IHAN WORK 0.215 6.007 1.6776 1.2952
"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 0.384 0.007 1.1698 1.4616
"-PLANS DON'T WORK Our" 0.289 0.007 1.3821 1.1756
_"NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF" 0.196 0.006 1.3340 1.1550
CORRECTIN.G-INEuUALITY NOT IMP 0.369 0.007 1.3649 1.1683
NO SERIOUS TROUBLE WITH LAW 0.925 0.004 1.4701. 1.2V25
PHYSICALLY UNAITRACtIvE 0.183 0.007 '2.0340 1.4262
MARRIED 0,005 0.001 1.3105 1.1448
EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 a. .0.658 0.008 1.6685 1.2917
EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24 0.935 0.003 0.8743 0.950
EXPECT TO FINISH CULLEGE ,0.174 0.006, 1.b552 1.288p
SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 0.925 0.004 1.4511 1.2046.
EXPECTING NO KIDSi 0.,104 0.005 1.6532 1.2858
HARD OF HEARING 0.030 0.00 -3 - .1,8953 1 s371it$1
VOCAB. SCORE 6.333 0.069 1.3528 1.1611
READING SCORE 4.840 0.058 1.3413 1.1581
MATH, PAR1 1 SCORE 6.733 0.120 2.0360 1.4269
MATH, PART 2 SCORE 1.651 0,036 1.5802-.N.). 1.2571
SCIENCE SCORE 7.209 0.071 1.6246 1.2746
WRITING SCORE 6.185 0.075 1.4435 1.2015
CIVICS SCORE 3.646 0.043 0.5254 0.7246

MEAN (PROPORTIONS. ONLY) 1.5424 1.2350
MEAN 1.5229 1.2248
STANDARDwDEVIATION 0.3516 0.1532
MEDIAN 1.5357 1.2391
MINIMUM 0.5254 0.7248
MAXIMUM 2.2064 1.4854
RANGE 1.6010 0.7606

illuMBER OF NONCOMPUTABLE DEFFS= \9



A4 -33-,
SOPHOMORE COHORT
DOMAIN: SCHOOL PROGRAM VOCATIONAL
STATISTICS: CHANGE

STATISTIC ESTIMATE SE DEFTOEFF

wORKED LAST WEEK 0.179 0.008 .1.00b3 1.0326
WORKING AT CLERICAL JOB 0.170 0.009 1.6625 1.2894
"PEOPLE GOOF OFF Al' WORK" - 0,,057 0.007 0-9079 0.9528
"WORK SETTER THAN SCHOOL" -0.036 0.010 1.0445 1.0220

0.074 0.009"WORK ENCOURAGE GOOD HABITS" 0.00 1.1957
0.00 0.004 1.3728 1.1717

1.0935
FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL 4

SUCCESS IN WORK VERY IMPORT. 0.024 0.007 1.4025

FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE -0.009 0.003 -0.8287

0.

MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE ,-0.o08 0.004, 1.79-68

10Icm MORE THAN ONE HOUR TV -0.111 0.006 1.1944 1

1:1843
MONEY NOT IMPORTANT -0.007 0.005 1.0856 , 1.0419
BEING COMMUNITY.LEADER IMF. -0.058 0.009 1.3680
LIVING CLOSE TO PAREWS IMP. -0.037 0,:c 09 i,7358 1:1617
LEISuRE NUT IMP. -0.00.5 0.0b4 '1.9498 1.39;:Q
POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 0.027 0.005 1.0207 m 1.010
"LUCK MORE IMP.,THAN WURK -0.034 0.009 1.9839 1.4085
"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" -0.058 0.009 1.1668 1.0802
"PLANS DON'T WORK OUT" -0.021 0.008 1.1303 1.0632

1.2169
CORRECTING INEQUALITY NOT IMP 0.035 0.010 1.5264
1-NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF" -0i031 0,008 1.4809

1.2355
NO SERIOUS TROuBLE WITH LAW . 0.011 0.004 1.0676 1.0332
PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE -0.060 0.009 2.2872 1.5124
MARRIED 0.038 0.003 1.0439 1.0R17

0.041 1.8696EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 -0.0 ?4
EXPECTING (MN PLACE BY 24 s -0.008 0.005 1.1833'

1.3674'
1.0878

EXPCT, 10 FINISH COLLEGE -0.036 0.007 1.6555 1.2867
SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE -0.002 0.006 1.9611 1.4004
EXPECTING NO KIDS -0.0-21 , 0.006 1.6111

VQCAB. SCORE
0.7901

0.003 1.3543
0.062 1.6027' 11.24=

1.2693
HARD of _HEARING . -,0,065

REXDING SCORE *
0,.060 1.587,9 1,2601

MATH, PART,t SCORE 0.587 0.084 1.5631 1.2502
MATH,. PART 2 SCORE 0.088
SCIENCE SCORE .. 0.72 6 0.067 1.9322

1.3447'.7 0.047 1.8081

. I.

1.3900
WRITING SCORE .6'09 0.070 1.6075 1.2913
CIVICS SCORE 0.899 0.058 2.2379 1.4960

1.4186. 1.1813
1.4820 1.2075

1 0.380b , 0.569 .

MEAN (PROPORTIONS, ONLY)
MEAN
STANDARD DEVIATION
MEDIAN
MINIMUM '(

MAXIMUM
RANGE

NUMBER OF NONCOmRUTABLE DEFFS=

116
r 294

1.5036 1.2202
0,8287 0.9103.
2.2872 1.5124
1.4585 . 0.6021



SOPHOMORE COHORT
DOMAIN: SCHOOL PROGRAM GENERAL
STAT1ST4CS: FOLLOW -UP

STATIST-IC ESTIMATE SE

.WORKED LAST WEEK 0.516 0.008
WORKING Al CLEkICAL JOB 0.231 0.007
"PEOPLE GOOF OFF Al; WORK" 0.136 0:000
"WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL" 0.552 0.008
"wORK ENCOURAGE GOOD HABITS" 0.7.89 0.006
FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL 0.917 0.005
FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.158 0.006
MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.099 0.005
WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR TV 0.818 0.005
SUCCESS IN.wORK VERY IMPORT. 0.840 0.004
MONEY NOT IMPORTANT 0.101 0.004
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP. 0.439 (5.008
LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP. 0.705 cr.0.07

LEISURE NOT IMP. 0.019 0.002
POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 0.927 0.003
"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN WORK 0.136 0.004
"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 0.290 0.008
4"PLANS DON'T WORK OUT" 0.226
"NOT MUCH TO bE PROUD OF" 0.140 0.004
CORRECTING INEQUALITY NOT IMP 0.417 0.006
NO SERIOUS TROUBLE wITH LAW 0.940 0.004
PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE 0.111 0.005
MARRIED 1 0.044 0.003
EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 0.587 0.007
ExPECTING OWN PLACIlk BY 24 0.927 0.003
EXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE 0.258 0.007
SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 0.854 0.006
ExPECTING NO KIDS 0.089 0.005
HARD OF HEARING 0.020 0.002
VOCAB. SCORE 9.362 0.091
READING SCORE -6.675 0.080
MA1H, PART 1 SCORE 6.835 0.131
MATH, PART 2 SCORE 2.049 0.036
SCIENCE SCORE 6.824 0.07b
WRITING SCORE,4 8.592
CIVICS SCORE 5.048 0.035

MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY)
MEAN
STANDARD DEVIATION
MEDIAN
MINIMUM
MAXIMUM
RANGE

NUMBER OF NONCOMPUTABLE DEFFS= 0

295

DEFF DEFT

2.5472 1.5960
2.2547 1.5016'
2.2280 1.4927'
1.9461 1.3950
1.6629 1.2690
2.8860 1.b980
2.2526 1.5009
2.4707 1.5719
1.6-164 1.2722
1.1109 1.0540
1.0360 1.2791
2.3881 1.5453
2.174 1.4752
.2.0036 1.4156
,1.1560 1.0752
1.1699 1.0816
2.5974 1.0116
1.7509 1.3232
1.1337 1.0647
1.3606 1.1665
2.6105 1.b157
2.2892 1.5130
1.8146 1(.3471-

1.6971 1.3027
1.1237 1.0600
2.2476 1.4993
2.4957 1.5798
2.6327 1.6226
1.9614 1.4076
2.8216 1.0798
2.8069 1.6938'
2.9327 1.7125
2.0424 1.4291
2.7230 1.6502
2.4537 1.5664
0.4174 0.6461

-2.0022 1.4013
2.0418 1.4093
0.0179- 0.2389
2.20.22 1.4839
0.4174 0.6461
2.9327 1.7125
2.5153 1.0004



-

4,

-A4-35--

SOPHOMORE COHO-RT
DOMAIN: SCHOOL PROGRAM GENERAL
STATISTICS: BASE YEAR

STATISTIC

1

y ESTIMATE
4

SE DEFF

wORKED LAST WEEK
. 0.358 0.007 2.0739,

wORKING AT CLERICAL JOB 0.080 0.003 0.9636
"PEOPLE GOOF OFF AT WORK" 0.166 A.005 1.3360
"WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL" 0.594 0.007 1:5450
"WORK ENCOURAGE GOOD HABITS" 0.737 0.006 .41/3 A

FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL 0.917 0.003 A$.6579
FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.164 0.006 1.7145
MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 0.696 Or005 2.1653
WATCH-wATC MORE THAN ONE HOUR TV 0.922 0.004 2.1443
SUCCESS IN WORK VERY IMPORT.. 0.829 \c).005 1.67u8
MONEY NOT IMPORTANT 0.104 1).004 1.0240
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP. 0.513 1.8212
LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP. 0.740 0.006' 1.712
LEISURE NOT IMP. 0.026 0.002 1.497o
RpSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 0.905 0.004 1.5401
"-LuCK MORE IMP. THAN WORK 0.177 0.005 1.4355
"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" . 0.347 0.006. 1.2910
"PLANS DON'T wORic.. Out" 0.258 0.005 1.0954
"NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF" 0.185 01.006 2.0095'
CORRECTING INEUUALITY NOT IMP 0.391 0.007 1.9146
NO SERIOUS TR@UBLE WITH LAo 0.933 0.004 2.3542
PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE 0.179 0.005 1.5150
MARRIED 0.004 0.001 2.3263
EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 0.621 0.006 1.3059
EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24 0.940 0.003 1.3886
EXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE 0.271 0.4605 1.1959
SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 0.683 0.005 2.1865
EXPECTING NO KIDS 0.108 0.004 1.4627
HARD OF HEARING 0.026 0.002 1.3120
VOCAB. SCORE 7.332 0.071 1.9695
READING SCORE 5.640 0.062 1.9947
MATH, PART 1 SCORE 7.881 0.132 3.3949
MATH, PART 2 SCORE 1.909 0.037 2.1314
SCIENCE SCORE 7.965 0.074 2.6461
WRITING SCORE 7.104 0.090 It'.0123
CIVICS SCORE 4.005 0.044 0.7564

MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY)
MEAN

0

STANDARD DEVIATION
MEDIAN
MINIMUM
MAXIMUM
RANGE

NUMBER OF NONCOMPUTABLE DEFFS= 0

11
et(
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"\)

1.6346
1.7468
0.5684
1.647.4
0.7564
3.3949
2..0365

S

DEFT

10..4401

0.9910
1.1567
1.2430
1.1905
0.9262
1.3094
1.4783
1.4643
1-.2926
1.2744
1.3495
1.3233
1.2238.
1.2410
1.1981
1.1362
1.0466
1.4176
1.3837
1.5343
1.2309
1.*252
1.1428
1.1784
1.0936
1.4787
1.2177
1.1454
1.4034
1.4123
1.8425
1.4599
1.6'267
1.7356
0.8697

1.2679
1.3051
0.2113
1.2835
0.8697
1.8425
0.9726

C
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SOPHOMORE COHORT
SCHOOL PROGRAM GENERAL

3TAT1STUS! CHAWGE

STATISTIC

I
NoRKED LAST WEEK
NORKING AT CLERICAL J08
"PEOPLE GOOF OFF AT WORK"

ESTIMATE

0.165
0.149

-0.029

SE

0.009
0.009
0..007

DEFF

1.8940
2.4246
1,2262

DEFT

1.3765
y5571
1.1073

"WORK BETTER THAN .SCHOOL" -0.040 0.012 2.0710 1.4391
"WORK ENCOURAGE GOOD HABLTS" 0.059 0.001 0.9468 0.9730
=ATHER pON PROFESSIONAL 0.002

/7
0.005 '2 4133 1.552)5

=ATHER FINISHED COLLEGE
AOTHEk FINISHED COLEGE

-0.001
-0.uo2

0.005
0.003

4)3793
.2902

1.5425
1.1359

HATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR TV -0.098 0.005 1 .2864 1.1342
SUCCESS IN WORK VERY.-IMPORT. 0:007 0.006 .3081 1.1437

4AoNEY NOT IMPORTANT -0.092 0.005 1.5640 1.2506
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP, -0.072 0...0 1 0 2.4240 1.5564
LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP. -0.037 0.006 1.8726 1:3681-,

LEISURE NOT IMP. -0.009 0.003 2.0116 1.4163
POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 0.026 '0.005 1.6414 1.2812
"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN wORK -0.039 0.006 1.4237 1.193L
";'..a.MEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" -0.052 0.009 1.8500
"PLANS DON'T WORK OUT" -0.035 0.009 2.1252 1.4570

"N01 MUCH TO-BE PROUD OF" -0.053 0.006 1.2317 1.1096
CORRECTING INEQUALITY NOT IMP

NNO SERIOUS TROUBLE WITH LAW
0.026
0.006

,0.008
0.004

1.3620-
1-9.6152

1.1671
1.2709

PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE -0.074 0.006 1.5274 1.2359
MARRIED 0.051 0.003 1.2167 1.1030
EXPECTING KIDS,BY 25 -0.017 0.008 1.4788 1.2101
EXPECTING OWN PLACE By 24 -0.011 0.004 1.1657 1.0797

EXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE -0.030 0.006 1.3396 1.1574
WISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE -0.024 0.005 1.3442 .1594
EXPECTING NU.KIOS -0.023 0.006 2.1727 1.4740
HARD OF HEARING -0.006 0.003 2.6117 1.E061
VOCAB. SCORE 2.010 0.055 1.6953 1.3021
READING SCORE V 0.996 0.050 1.4130 1.1887

'MATH, PART 1- SCORE 0.949 0.063 2.1082 1.4520
MATH, PART 2 SCORE 0.167 0.040 1.83A 1.3550
SCIENCE SCORE 0.805 0.065 2.6256 1.6204
WRITING SCORE 1.533 0,069 2.2210 1.4903
CIVICS SCORE 1.036 0-.054 2.6840 1.6383

MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY) 1.6971 1.2914

MEAN 1.7723 1.3190
STANDARD DEVIATION 0.4860 0.1826

MEDIAN 1.6683 1.2916
MINIMUM 0.9468 0.9730
MAXIMUM 2.6640 1.6383
RANGE 1.7372 0.6653

NUMBER OF INCOmPUTABLE DEFFS= 0 N./

1
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